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UN Intruders 


I am writing to congratulate you on the 
excellent article by Alex Newman regard- 
ing UN ambitions that was published in 
the January 19, 2015 issue (“UN Exploits 
Pseudo-‘Human Rights’ to Attack U.S.”), 
and add commentary. 

President Barack Obama informed the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee a 
few years ago that there are 17 United 
Nations treaties that he wants ratified. If 
these treaties are ratified by the Senate, 
the UN would have the power to impose 
global taxes on the American people. One 
goal of the UN is to take money from the 
wealthy developed countries and send 
their wealth to the poor nations of the 
Third World. And the Third World dicta- 
tors have insisted that when they receive 
our money, they want to be immune from 
legal challenges and lawsuits or outside 
inspections. 

The United Nations Environment Pro- 
gramme (UNEP) wants to implement regu- 
lations worldwide in the manner of a global 
Environmental Protection Agency. This ac- 
tion would allow the United Nations to dic- 
tate to us what to do in regard to our indus- 
tries, and it would impose harsh regulations 
on our businesses and industries. The UN 
International Telecommunication Union 
wants to take over the Internet, restrict its 
usage, and regulate its content. 

The UN Commission on Global Gover- 
nance published a report entitled Our Glob- 
al Neighborhood in 1995. This diabolical 
document recommends the following: 

¢ Establishing an Economic Security 
Council to oversee worldwide economies. 

¢ Authorizing the United Nations and its 
agencies to impose global taxes. 

¢ Instituting a large-scale UN army. (As 
Alex Newman has documented, the sol- 
diers that this army already commands 
have committed many horrific crimes with 
impunity across the world.) 

¢ Terminating the power of the perma- 
nent members of the United Nations. 

¢ Creating an International Criminal 
Court. 

* Creating a new body of the United Na- 
tions for civil society by which advocates 
for the environment, population control, 
etc. can play a role in policymaking. 

¢ Placing the authority for regulating the 
production and distribution of arms in the 
United Nations, as well as gun control. 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


¢ Granting mandatory jurisdiction in 
the International Court of Justice to all 
members. 

* Ceding jurisdiction over the global 
commons, such as oceans (Law of the 
Sea), space, and the environment, to the 
Trusteeship Council. 

The socialist and communist globalist 
UN officials want to take away the sover- 
eignty and wealth of our nation. They are 
supported by the members of the extreme- 
ly powerful global elitist organizations: 
the Council of Foreign Relations (1921), 
Bilderberg Group (1954), and Trilateral 
Commission (1972), which are made up 
of billionaire and millionaire bankers, in- 
dustrialists, members of the media, CEOs 
of multinationals, and high government 
officials from many nations. They want 
to establish a world government under the 
UN, controlled by the wealthy elites. 

FRANK DE VARONA 
Miami, Florida 


Tweaking FISA 


Court Processes 


The proposal put forth to reform the NSA 
through some minor changes, such as 
deleting incidentally collected informa- 
tion unconnected to investigations for the 
United States and within five years for for- 
eigners, misses many points. 

The reform doesn’t cover the FISA 
Court process; this court currently has no 
adversary on the other side arguing on be- 
half of average citizens and their privacy 
rights, but it needs one, like every other 
court does business. 

Also, the manner in which a FISA Court 
judge gets appointed needs to be changed 
to being done through the Senate confirma- 
tion process like other judges, instead of by 
the chief justice of the Supreme Court. 

And the reform doesn’t offer anything 
more with regards to further transparen- 
cy of court processes, which desperately 
should be undertaken. The reform also 
doesn’t include a higher bar set to collect 
information on prospective targets, which 
should be put in place to protect average 
citizens. The reform doesn’t go far enough 
in ordering the protection of privacy of av- 
erage citizens. 

BILL MILLER 
Sent via e-mail 
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U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) has established a hot- 
line so that illegal immigrants who think that their apprehension 
and pending deportation might not be in compliance with the new 
Obama administration amnesty “priorities” may call and tell CBP 
about their experience. 

CBP lists several categories of illegal immigrants who might 
wish to avail themselves of this service, including “individu- 
als in CBP custody,” “individuals with removal orders who are 
scheduled for removal and are not in CBP custody,” and “indi- 
viduals who wish to file a complaint regarding a CBP removal 
encounter.” 

To make it easier for illegal immigrants to take advantage of 


eo 
Obama Administration Sets Up Complaint Hotline for Illegal Immigrants 


the Obama administration’s new executive action policies, the 
CBP page gives people the ability to complain online, by click- 
ing on a “Submit a Complaint” button. The user then has the 
option of giving his or her name and receiving a reply or re- 
maining anonymous. This anonymity feature turns the concept 
of an “anonymous tip line” on its head, allowing those who have 
admittedly broken our laws to anonymously name and complain 
about our law-enforcement agents! 

“Instead of supporting our agents, this administration has de- 
cided it is more important to find new ways to solicit complaints 
and invite ridicule against them,” Shawn Moran, vice president 
of the National Border Patrol Council, told the Washington Times 
February 8. “We demand that this administration spend more 
time defending the men and women defending our nation and less 
time promoting the extreme agendas of pro-illegal-immigration 
organizations.” Moran said he would rather see the Department 
of Homeland Security (DHS) set up a complaint line for agents 
instead, so they could register their concerns over the Obama 
administration’s “failure to fully enforce our immigration laws.” 

The Border Patrol has apparently gone from being a law-en- 
forcement agency to a group of social workers. And with the 
institution of the CBP hotline, illegal immigrants can now lodge 
complaints against the agents who are trying to do their jobs by 
enforcing our immigration laws, and they don’t even have to give 
their names when doing so. 


Illinois Governor Orders End to “Unfair Share” Union Dues 


Illinois Governor Bruce Rauner announced an executive order 
on February 9 barring unions from requiring non-union state 
workers to pay the equivalence of dues, called “fair share” fees. 
Calling the compulsory fees a “critical cog in the corrupt bargain 
that is crushing taxpayers,” Rauner also claimed they violate the 
U.S. Constitution. 

“Government union bargaining and government union politi- 
cal activity are inextricably linked,” Rauner said. “Asa result, an 
employee who is forced to pay unfair share dues is being forced 
to fund political activity with which they disagree. That is a clear 
violation of First Amendment rights and something that, as gov- 
ernor, I am duty-bound to correct.” 

Anticipating a legal challenge, Rauner filed a pre-emptive fed- 
eral lawsuit in Chicago, asking the court to declare his executive 
order legal. Union officials, who were quick to declare the order 
an illegal abuse of power, are sure to file lawsuits of their own. 
The order might also be overruled by the Democratic majority in 
the state’s legislature. 

Bob Bruno, director of the labor education program at the 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, questioned the legal 
justification for the governor’s order, calling it “an assault on 
the institutional existence of the union in the public sector.” At 
the same time, he noted the practical effect will be small. “In 
principle, it’s a pretty serious assault,” Bruno told the New York 
Times February 10. “In terms of impact, it remains to be seen 


because it’s a relatively small percentage of the population that’s 
chosen fair share.” The move was vigorously denounced by the 
American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees, 
which is set to begin negotiations for a new contract with the 
state. The current contract expires July 1. 

Rauner’s move to curb the power of public employee unions 
follows a trend among Republican governors in the heavily 
unionized Midwest, including Mitch Daniels of Indiana, Scott 
Walker of Wisconsin, and Rick Snyder of Michigan. Daniels and 
Snyder both signed right-to-work legislation in 2012, making In- 
diana and Michigan the 23rd and 24th right-to-work states. 
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Lawmakers Move to Shield Americans’ E-mails From Snooping 


A significant number of folks in Congress are trying to secure 
Americans’ right to electronic privacy, at least to some extent. On 
February 4, Senators Mike Lee (R-Utah) and Patrick Leahy (D- 
Vt.) introduced the Electronic Communications Privacy Amend- 
ments Act of 2015. Representatives Kevin Yoder (R-Kan.) and 
Jared Polis (D-Colo.) have introduced companion legislation in 
the House. 

“The government is essentially using an arcane loophole to 
breach the privacy rights of Americans,” Yoder told McClatchy 
Washington Bureau on February 11. “They couldn’t kick down 
your door and seize the documents on your desk, but they could 
send a request to Google and ask for all the documents that are in 
your Gmail account. And I don’t think Americans believe that the 
Constitution ends with the invention of the Internet.” 

The bill would require government agents to obtain a search 
warrant based on probable cause before rummaging through 
someone’s e-mail. “Agencies also would have to notify users 
within three business days of accessing their email or other digital 
communications, though law enforcement would have 10 days to 
provide notice,” reported McClatchy. 

“There is no reason we should still be operating under a law 
written in the analog age when we’re living in a digital world,” 
Lee said in a statement. “Yet that’s exactly what has happened 
with the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, which has re- 
mained virtually unchanged since it was first enacted in 1986.... 
The prevalence of email and the low cost of electronic data stor- 
age have made what were once robust protections insufficient 
to ensure that citizens’ Fourth Amendment rights are adequately 


protected.” Under the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 
electronic communications left on remote servers — “in the 
cloud,” in today’s parlance — for more than 180 days are con- 
sidered abandoned and therefore not protected by the Fourth 
Amendment’s requirement that government agents obtain a war- 
rant before searching and seizing them. 

Similar legislation has been introduced in recent years but 
stalled. Outrage over the National Security Agency’s spying 
on Americans, however, may give the 2015 version the boost it 
needs to become law. 


ATF Bans Popular Rifle Ammunition It Says Is “Armor-piercing” 


The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) 
issued its latest broadside against the Second Amendment in mid 
February, declaring that “green tip” M855 “ball ammunition” 
chambered in 5.56 mm is now “armor piercing” and can no lon- 
ger be manufactured, imported, or sold in the United States. 
According to the ATF, “armor-piercing ammunition” means: 


A projectile or projectile core which may be used in a hand- 
gun and which is constructed entirely ... from one or a 
combination of tungsten alloys, steel, iron, brass, bronze, 
beryllium copper, or depleted uranium; OR 

A full jacketed projectile larger than .22 caliber designed 
and intended for use in a handgun and whose jacket has a 
weight of more than 25 percent of the total weight of the 
projectile. 


The ATF had previously exempted the now-disfavored rounds 
from such restrictions because they were used mostly for “sport- 
ing purposes.” But since these rounds might now be used in a 
handgun that might be used in an attack on law-enforcement of- 
ficials sometime in the future, they must now be banned. 


factor in crime, with “assault weapons” accounting for less than 
two percent of all guns used in crimes committed in the United 
States. So the ATF’s proclamation is without merit on its face. 
Instead it is part of its agenda in the war against the Second 
Amendment. 


But armor-piercing ammunition has never been a significant 
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Rewarding Movies With Heart and Soul 
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Movie for Families at the 23rd Annual Movieguide Faith 

& Values Awards Gala at the Universal Hilton in Holly- 
wood. Based on the best-selling book about a four-year-old boy, 
Colton Burpo, who recalls visiting Heaven while on an operat- 
ing table and comes back to talk about his experience, the film 
stars Greg Kinnear as Todd Burpo, his father. Other films that 
contended in the “top ten” family category included, among oth- 
ers, Son of God, Big Hero 6, Penguins of Madagascar, and Gods 
Not Dead. 

Unbroken, the gripping, inspirational story of real-life World 
War II hero Louis Zamperini, a Christian Olympic athlete and 
soldier who endured unimaginable hardship as a POW, came 
away as the winner of Best Movie for Mature Audiences. It was 
up against stiff competition from a strong lineup that included 
Captain America: The Winter Soldier, The Giver, The Hobbit: 
Battle of the Five Armies, and Divergent, among others. 

Known as the “Crystal Teddy Bear Awards,” the Faith & 
Values Awards Gala also presents awards for inspiring perfor- 
mances, as well as movies and television programs promoting 
traditional social values such as liberty, religious freedom, pa- 
triotism, representative government, the right to life, and free 
market principles. Created by Dr. Ted Baehr, media critic and 
founder of the Christian Film & Television Commission and 
Movieguide: The Family Guide to Movies and Entertainment, 
the annual Awards Gala program has grown over the years into 
an institution that is having a tremendously positive impact on 
the content and direction of film and television entertainment. 
This year’s awards ceremony, which took place on February 
6, was carried on the REELZ Channel on February 21, with a 
repeat on February 23. 

Highlights of the Awards Gala included presentations of the 
$100,000 Epiphany Prize for the Most Inspiring Movie of 2014 
and the $100,000 Epiphany Prize for the Most Inspiring TV 
Program of 2014, the $50,000 Kairos Prize for Spiritually Up- 


H« Is for Real took top honors in the category of Best 


i 


lifting Screenplays by First-Time and Beginning 
Screenwriters, and the $50,000 Chronos Prize for 
Inspiring Screenplays by Established Artists. 

The winner of the $100,000 Epiphany Prize 
for Most Inspiring Movie this year is God's Not 
Dead, a movie from Pure Flix about a Christian 
college student who stands up for his faith against 
an atheist bully professor played by Kevin Sorbo, 
best known for his Hercules TV series. Other 
nominees were The Giver, The Good Lie, Heaven 
Is for Real, Little Hope Was Arson, Son of God, 
and Unbroken. 

Love Finds You in Sugarcreek, a romance/ 
murder mystery from UP TV set in Ohio’s Amish 
country, captured the $100,000 Epiphany Prize for 
Most Inspiring TV Program. 

The other nominees were Duck Dynasty: A 
Home for the Holidays, The Gabby Douglas Story, 
The Last Ship, Louis Zamperini: Captured by 
Grace, Paper Angels, and When Calls the Heart. 

“This year, we had even more top contenders for the Epiphany 
Prizes than ever before,” Dr. Baehr said. “It was very hard to nar- 
row down the nominees. 2014 was a tremendous year for Godly, 
inspirational content.” 

At the awards ceremony, Dr. Baehr also presented highlights 
from Movieguide s 2015 Report to the Entertainment Industry, a 
comprehensive financial analysis of the movie business showing 
what types of movies and what types of movie content moviego- 
ers favor the most with their hard-earned money. 

For the 23rd year in a row, the annual report notes, the bottom 
line “shows clearly that moviegoers prefer clean, heroic, family- 
friendly movies with Christian, biblical, redemptive, conserva- 
tive, and patriotic faith and values.” 

“This was also true in 2014, despite a significant decrease in 
box office earnings for Hollywood in general,” said Dr. Baehr. 

For example, he noted, “Ninety percent of the Top 10 Movies 
in the United States, overseas and home video sales in 2014 con- 
tained strong or very strong Christian, redemptive, biblical, and/ 
or moral content, values or worldviews, including such movies 
as Captain America: The Winter Soldier, The Hunger Games: 
Mockingjay — Part 1, Big Hero 6, Frozen, the last two Hobbit 
movies, The Lego Movie, The Amazing Spider-Man 2, Teenage 
Mutant Ninja Turtles, Thor: The Dark World, and Guardians of 
the Galaxy.” 

Each year Movieguide analyzes and reviews 275 or more 
major theatrical movies according to basic biblical principles, 
morality, and theology, from a Christian perspective. “In 2014, 
movies with very strong Christian, redemptive worldviews fol- 
lowing biblical principles and values averaged $66.79 million 
at the domestic box office in 2014, but movies with very strong 
non-Christian worldviews averaged only $20.13 million,” Mov- 
ieguide reported, noting further: “In fact, movies with humanist/ 
atheist worldviews did the worst, averaging only $1.98 million! 
Also, movies with absolutely no foul language, sex, explicit nu- 
dity, or substance abuse earned the most money.” 


With His Hat Already in the Ring, 

He Challenged Other Potential GOP Nominees 

“Tf you said you opposed the president’s unconstitutional executive am- 
nesty, show me where you stood up and fought. If you oppose Common 
Core, show me where you stood up and fought.” 

Sparks flew at the Iowa Freedom Summit where Senator Ted Cruz threw 
sharp questions at fellow Republicans Chris Christie, Scott Walker, Rick 
Santorum, Mike Huckabee, Rick Perry, Carly Fiorina, and Donald Trump 
in the first gathering of many prospective candidates for the GOP presi- 
dential nomination. 


AP Images 


Columnist Disagrees With Fawning 

Praise Heaped on Saudi Arabia’s Late King Abdullah 

“Abdullah resided over one of the world’s most wicked nonpariah states, whose domestic policies 
are almost cartoonishly repressive and whose international influence has been strikingly malign. His 
dynasty is founded on gangsterish control over a precious natural resource, sustained by an unholy al- 
liance with a most cruel interpretation of Islam and protected by the United States and its allies out of 
fear of worse alternatives if it fell.” 

Writing in the New York Times, Ross Douthat stated what very few are willing to say. He even disdain- 
fully cited the opposite view of Secretary of State John Kerry, who gushed 
that the recently deceased Saudi leader was “a man of wisdom and vision.” 


Key Republican Favors Trade 

Promotion Authority for President Ohama 

“But before we can conclude any of these [trade pacts], there’s one thing 
we have to do: And that’s pass trade promotion authority. We simply can’t 
get the best deals without TPA.” 

Confirming his support for the controversial “fast track” authority for 
President Obama, House Ways and Means Committee Chairman Paul 
Paul Ryan (R-Wis.) delivered his message in a speech before the Washington 
International Trade Association. 
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Intruder Gained Telephone Access to Britain’s Prime Minister on Closely Guarded Phone 

“[’ve just made complete monkeys out of GCHQ. I’ve got the mobile number of the director.” 

The unidentified prankster told The Sun newspaper that he was high on alcohol and drugs when he 
successfully hacked Britains Government Communications Headquarters, the British electronic sur- 
veillance agency. He then surprised Prime Minister David Cameron by telephoning him on a “secure” 
line. Cameron later acknowledged receiving the call. 


Fort Hood Victims Will Receive Purple Hearts 
“In essence, what we have now is recognition from the Pentagon of what the whole world knew right 
away, that this was an act of terror — not the insulting and disingenuous insinuation that this was an 
incident of workplace violence.” 

The victims of Nidal Malik Hasan’s Fort Hood rampage, where he killed 13 and wounded more than 
30, had to get legal help to have the crime relabeled. The new designation of the crime was announced 
by lawyer Neal Sher, who reported that the military personnel affected 
by the assailant will receive the Purple Heart and its accompanying 
benefits. 


Chinese Officials Clamp Down on “Western Values” 
“Never allow statements that attack and slander party leaders and malign 
socialism to be heard in classrooms. Never allow teachers to grumble and 
vent in the classroom, passing on their unhealthy emotions to students.” 
In a message sent to Chinese universities, China’s Education Minister 
Yuan Guiren announced strictures on textbooks intended to prevent 
ideas about “Western values” getting to students. @ 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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by Alex Newman & Rebecca Terrell 
he deaths of more than 100 chil- 
| dren have been officially linked 
to receiving a measles vaccine 
during the past decade, according to the 
federal government’s Vaccine Adverse 
Event Reporting System (VAERS). Yet 
the childhood measles mortality count 
over the same period remains at zero, ac- 
cording to data from the U.S. Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). 
Put another way, in the last 10 years an 
American child would have been highly 
more likely to die after receiving a measles 
shot than from contracting the disease it- 
self. Thousands more have suffered from 
adverse reactions to the measles inocula- 
tion and other vaccines. The explosive 
numbers have massive implications for 
public health efforts, analysts say. 

Of course, the establishment media has 
entirely ignored these figures in the wake 
of the recent Disneyland measles out- 
break. As of mid-February, the number 
of confirmed measles cases had climbed 
to 113, prompting vicious attacks from 
mainstream media against “anti-vaxxers.” 
In the cross hairs are parents who choose 
not to vaccinate their children, even 
though CDC officials say the epidemic 
was likely introduced at the Disneyland 
theme park by a person infected with 
measles overseas. USA Today even pub- 
lished a screed encouraging the jailing 
of parents who refuse to vaccinate their 
children, though it was not clear whether 
the Amish and other religious communi- 
ties would be included in the proposed 
mass roundups. 

Now, elements of the “mainstream” 
media are engaged in a damage-control 
effort. Media reports repeatedly and er- 
roneously maintain that measles could 
not spread in a fully vaccinated society, 
while assuring readers of the safety and 
effectiveness of vaccines. In some cases, 
as with the New York Times, even the me- 
dia’s sources have lambasted reporters 
for deceiving readers with propaganda. 
“It seems clear to me that your reporters 
or writers knew exactly how they wanted 
to frame this story before they even con- 
ducted the interview with me, and when 
what I actually said didn’t fit well into 
that story, they had to dissect and then 
re-combine my words in order to make 
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The deaths of more than 100 children have been 
officially linked to receiving a measles vaccine during 


the past decade. 


them fit the intended picture that they 
either expected or wanted to convey,” 
said Kelly McMenimen, the mother of an 
unvaccinated child whose interview was 
distorted, in an open letter to the Times 
editor. 

However, since data revealing the truth 
about vaccines is publicly available on- 
line through the federal government, the 
facts are going viral through the alterna- 
tive press. It appears the first outlet to put 
the information together in one report was 
Health Impact News, sparking a cascade 
of follow-up stories from various sourc- 
es. HealthImpactNews.com editor Brian 
Shilhavy recounted that there have been 
no child measles deaths since 2003 in the 
United States, highlighting data from a 
CDC report issued in April of last year 
in response to a nationwide upsurge in 
measles cases. 

He also used the HealthSentinel.com 
graph shown here, which charts a vari- 
ety of official U.S. statistics illustrating 
measles mortality rates since 1900. Until 
the 1920s, more than 10 measles cases 
per 100,000, or 0.01 percent, resulted in 
death. However, by 1955, with advances 
in medicine and huge progress in sanita- 
tion, nutrition, and living standards, those 
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United States Measles Mortality Rates 


*References: Vital Statistics of the United States 1937,1938,1943,1944,1960,1967,1976, 


rates steadily declined from 1900 levels to 
0.03 deaths per 100,000, a mere 0.00003 
percent! By the time the measles vaccine 
was introduced in 1963, the disease had al- 
ready lost its death-grip on the developed 
world. 

It is significant to note that, despite 
its reassuring jargon, the federal gov- 
ernment’s vaccination-promoting web- 
site, Vaccines.gov, chooses to ignore most 
pre-1963 numbers. Instead, it displays a 
graph illustrating the decline in overall 
U.S. measles cases — with no distinction 
of measles deaths — since the inoculation 
was introduced, a decidedly deceptive 
omission of earlier years’ data. 

However, the VAERS database reveals 
a markedly different history of the mea- 
sles vaccine. After a painstaking search 
through this federal database of adverse 
effects, Shilhavy reported, “The search 
result contained 108 deaths over this pe- 
riod [i.e., 2004 to 2015 — ed.], result- 
ing from four different measles vaccines 
sold in the United States during the past 
10 years.” He continued, “This database 
reflects only deaths that were reported 
during the time frame, and therefore 
probably reflects a much lower number 
than actual deaths, since most doctors and 
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U.S. measles mortality rate: As this graph from HealthSentinel.com shows, measles mortality in 
the United States was on its was down long before the vaccine was introduced in 1963. 
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No matter which numbers are used regarding 
vaccine deaths and measles deaths, the death toll 
from the shots is higher in the United States over the 


last decade. 


health authorities believe vaccines are 
safe, and would not normally attribute a 
death to a vaccine and actually report it.” 

Indeed, results of a 2006 meta-analysis 
in the health journal Drug Safety reveal 
that adverse drug reactions go unreport- 
ed at an alarming rate of 94 percent for 
prescription medications in general. And 
while the VAERS cautions that its reports 
of adverse effects do not necessarily es- 
tablish a cause-and-effect relationship, 
and at least some of the reported deaths 
were probably not directly linked to the 
shot, the high rate of under-reporting re- 
veals that the system almost certainly un- 
derestimates rather than overestimates the 
true death count. Unsuspecting parents 
and doctors — convinced that vaccines 
are entirely safe — would be unlikely to 
link them with sudden death, even though 
vaccine package inserts clearly warn of 
possible death or serious injury as a po- 
tential side effect. At least 77 claims have 
been filed with the federal National Vac- 
cine Injury Compensation Program for 
deaths caused by the measles inocula- 
tion, along with over 1,000 for serious in- 
juries, with almost 40 percent being com- 
pensated by taxpayers and 7.4 percent 
of cases still unresolved. Over 15,000 
claims have been filed against vaccines 
more generally, so some of those harmed 
by a cocktail of vaccines that included 
the measles shot would likely not be in- 
cluded in those figures. 

But now that the facts have gone viral, 
the largely discredited Snopes.com web- 
site is trying to discredit the facts. In its 
effort, the radically pro-government web- 
site has mostly attacked straw men while 
relying on data from Third World coun- 
tries with widespread malnutrition and a 
dearth of basic healthcare services. It also 
contests the official death toll from mea- 
sles cited by the CDC since 2004. Snopes 
chose to rely on “preliminary data” for 
2009 and a 2010 CDC report claiming 
four people in the last decade have died 
from measles, though Dr. Anne Schuchat, 
the director of CDC’s National Center 


for Immunization and Respiratory Dis- 
eases, told the Associated Press last year 
that there were zero reported deaths from 
measles. Separately, the CDC Division of 
Viral Diseases said in an e-mail that the 
“last documented deaths in the U.S. direct- 
ly attributable to acute measles occurred 
in 2003.” No matter which numbers are 
used regarding vaccine deaths and mea- 
sles deaths, though, the death toll from the 
shots is higher in the United States over 
the last decade. 

Meanwhile, financially strapped News- 
week, a Big Pharma-supported magazine 
still attempting to recover after it was sold 
for one dollar in 2010, also piled on. In 
an error-riddled propaganda piece, the on- 
line outlet made the unsubstantiated state- 
ment that “it’s true some people may have 
died as a result of the measles vaccine” 
but “many more would have died without 
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them.” The article cited only United Na- 
tions statistics of Third World countries, 
but no data from the United States, even 
that which is publically available. 

Unsurprisingly, the CDC claims its vac- 
cination program “eliminated” measles 
in 2000. “The United States was able to 
eliminate measles because it has a highly 
effective measles vaccine, a strong vacci- 
nation program that achieves high vaccine 
coverage in children and a strong public 
health system for detecting and respond- 
ing to measles cases and outbreaks,” the 
CDC argued. However, the disease still 
crops up annually because travelers, im- 
migrants, and illegal aliens bring it to our 
shores from foreign soil. 

However, as the HealthSentinel.com 
graph clearly shows, measles was on 
a downward spiral in the United States 
years before 1963 when the vaccine was 
introduced. In fact, fully vaccinated peo- 
ple continue to get and spread measles, 
as has been concluded by numerous of- 
ficial studies and in peer-reviewed lit- 
erature. For example, as of January, CDC 
reported 12 percent of the California 
measles cases associated with Disneyland 


Hi ho, off to do shoddy work we go: CDC officials say the recent measles outbreak that began in 
Disneyland was sparked by a foreign traveler, yet media were quick to demonize “anti-vax” parents. 
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involved fully-vaccinated individuals. 
Interestingly, a fully-vaccinated 22-year- 
old woman sparked the 2011 measles 
outbreak in New York. Some people 
even get the measles from the measles 
vaccine, as revealed in official records. 

The National Vaccine Information Cen- 
ter, a non-profit educational organization 
and patient advocacy group that opposes 
government mandates on the issue, also 
points out on its website that the vac- 
cine does not necessarily protect a person 
from measles, contrary to a false narrative 
pushed by misleading establishment press 
articles and bureaucrats. “Evidence has 
been published in the medical literature 
that vaccinated persons can get measles 
because either the measles vaccine fails 
to provide temporary vaccine-acquired 
immunity or the vaccine’s effectiveness 
wanes over time,” it reported. Especially 
problematic: Vaccines may provide tem- 
porary protection but wear off, leaving 
adults vulnerable to measles at a later 
stage in life, when the disease can be far 
more harmful. 

Though most Americans might not 
know it, countless medical professionals 
have spoken out about the issue for dec- 
ades. “After frightening you with the un- 
likely possibility of measles encephalitis, 
your doctor can rarely be counted on to tell 
you of the dangers associated with the vac- 
cine he uses to prevent it,’ explained the 
late Dr. Robert Mendelsohn in his health 
newsletter. “The measles vaccine is asso- 
ciated with encephalopathy and with a se- 
ries of other complications such as SSPE 
(subacute sclerosing panencephalitis), 
which causes hardening of the brain and 
is invariably fatal.” 

“Other neurologic and sometimes fatal 
conditions associated with the measles 
vaccine include ataxia (inability to co- 
ordinate muscle movements), mental 
retardation, aseptic meningitis, seizure 
disorders, and hemiparesis (paralysis 
affecting one side of the body),” Dr. 
Mendelsohn continued after explaining 
that, in the developed world especially, 
measles is hardly a deadly plague requir- 
ing national paranoia and vaccination at 
gunpoint. “Secondary complications as- 
sociated with the vaccine may be even 
more frightening. They include enceph- 
alitis, juvenile-onset diabetes, Reye’s 
syndrome, and multiple sclerosis.” In 
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Taking it on faith: Many parents and healthcare professionals are convinced of vaccine safety, 
though official statistics indicate children are highly more likely to die from the measles shot 


than from the measles. 


fact, still today, the package insert in the 
measles vaccine specifically warns of the 
potential for many of those problems and 
numerous others. “I would consider the 
risks associated with measles vaccination 
unacceptable even if there were convinc- 
ing evidence that the vaccine works,” 
the late, prominent medical doctor con- 
cluded. “There isn’t.” More recently, nu- 
merous high-profile doctors and experts 
have made similar statements, despite the 
overwhelming pressure and threats from 
government and Big Pharma to remain 
silent on the risks. 


Manufacturer Immunity 

Indeed, unlike virtually any other product 
or industry in the United States, the federal 
government protects vaccine manufactur- 
ers from liability when their products kill 
or injure patients. This forces victims of 
vaccine-related injuries — or the families 
of those whose deaths are linked to vac- 
cines — to rely on the taxpayer-funded 
U.S. Vaccine Injury Compensation Pro- 
gram (VICP), rather than suing the compa- 
nies that produced and sold the potentially 
dangerous product. With many vaccines 
worldwide now manufactured under 
World Health Organization approval in 


Communist China, infamous for produc- 
ing dangerous and deadly products, the 
seriousness is even greater. 

“Why does our federal government pro- 
tect vaccine manufacturers from product 
liability lawsuits?” MaryJo Perry, co-di- 
rector of Mississippi Parents for Vaccine 
Rights, asked in an online USA Today post 
on January 27. She noted that taxpayers 
have been funding the U.S. Health and 
Human Services Administration’s VICP 
since 1989 to the tune of $3 billion paid 
to victims of these reputedly “safe” medi- 
cal products. “When citizens can’t hold 
corporations accountable in court for the 
safety and effectiveness of vaccines, it is 
very important to protect our legal right to 
vaccine exemptions,” Perry states. 

Barbara Loe Fisher of the National Vac- 
cine Information Center agrees. “From 
now on — unless we stand up and draw 
the line on vaccine mandates — the gov- 
ernment can legally use police powers to 
force every American to get hundreds of 
vaccinations or be punished,” she writes, 
“while those who are hurt by vaccination 
can be more easily swept under the rug 
and left to fend for themselves.” 

The National Vaccine Information 
Center highlights a number of vaccine 
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By 1955, with advances in medicine and huge 
progress in sanitation, nutrition, and living standards, 
the measles mortality rate steadily declined from 1900 
levels to 0.03 deaths per 100,000, a mere 0.00003 


percent! 


injury statistics that again have been 
glossed over by the press. “As of Janu- 
ary 5, 2015, there had been 946 claims 
filed in the federal Vaccine Injury Com- 
pensation Program for injuries and deaths 
following MMR vaccination, including 
57 deaths and 889 serious injuries,” the 
center reported. When other measles vac- 
cines aside from the MMR are included, 
the numbers are even higher. 

“Using the MedAlerts search engine, 
as of December 14, 2014 there had been 
6,962 serious adverse events reported 
to the Vaccine Adverse Events Report- 
ing System (VAERS) in connection with 
measles-containing vaccines since 1990,” 
the Vaccine Information Center contin- 
ued. “Over half of those serious measles 
vaccine-related adverse events occurred 
in children three years old and under. Of 
these measles-vaccine related adverse 
event reports to VAERS, 329 were deaths, 


with over half of the deaths occurring in 
children under three years of age.” 


Government Mandates 

What motivates groups such as the Missis- 
sippi Parents for Vaccine Rights and Na- 
tional Vaccine Information Center is the 
threat of government-mandated vaccines, 
a troubling factor considering our current 
regulatory environment. Numerous state 
and federal measures are already in place 
to strip personal liberties in the name 
of protecting public health. Roughly 80 
percent of states across the nation have, 
since 2002, implemented in varying de- 
grees the Model State Emergency Health 
Powers Act, developed by a collaboration 
of government entities including the U.S. 
CDC and the UN World Health Organiza- 
tion. The act grants tremendous powers to 
states at the expense of personal privacy 
and individual freedom, allowing forced 


Acquiring immunity: Children who contract measles usually have a short illness and recover, 
with lifelong immunity against re-infection. Vaccines may provide temporary immunity but wear 
off, leaving adults vulnerable. 
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involuntary quarantines and government- 
mandated vaccinations during officially 
declared “emergencies.” 

On the federal level, the Public Health 
Service Act (PHSA), along with execu- 
tive orders signed by Presidents George 
W. Bush and Barack Obama, established 
broad federal quarantine authority. In the 
event of public resistance to such draco- 
nian measures, Obama is prepared to de- 
ploy the military to enforce these uncon- 
stitutional policies. His Department of 
Defense (DoD) Implementation Plan for 
Pandemic Influenza includes “the provi- 
sion of DoD assistance to civilian author- 
ities both foreign and domestic.” 

In other words, a bureaucrat could 
deprive a U.S. citizen of his unalienable 
rights — for as long as said bureaucrat 
considers necessary — on the mere sus- 
picion that the person being detained has 
been in contact with some disease. Con- 
trast the purported federal authorities 
under the Public Health Service Act with 
the plain language in the U.S. Constitu- 
tion’s Fifth Amendment, which outright 
prohibits the deprivation of liberty with- 
out due process of law — a timeless and 
essential principle enshrined in the Magna 
Carta almost 800 years ago. State constitu- 
tions across America recognize those fun- 
damental rights as well. 

But desperate times call for desperate 
measures, right? Shouldn’t we be willing 
to part with personal liberties in the inter- 
est of public health? Aren’t diseases such 
as measles far worse than the prospect of 
forfeiting the Fifth Amendment? 

We will deal with the legality issue 
shortly, but first let’s consider a few 
points about vaccinations in general and 
measles in particular. First, measles is 
very rarely fatal, and most people re- 
cover completely. As noted earlier, be- 
tween 1920 and 1955, the rate of deaths 
among U.S. measles cases dropped from 
0.01 percent to 0.00003 percent without 
any help from vaccinations. Even today 
the global mortality rate from measles is 
very low at 0.00328 percent. These num- 
bers are not meant to downplay the trag- 
edy of individual deaths but to illustrate 
that we are not talking about a killer such 
as smallpox, so lethal that it has been 
used as a biological weapon of war since 
ancient times. 

One of the main reasons for the steep 
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Ingredient: Drug manufacturers use cell cultures from aborted babies to produce some vaccines, 
including the rubella component of Merck’s MMR shot that also includes the inoculation for 


measles and mumps. 


early 20th-century decline in both measles 
cases and measles deaths was that doc- 
tors discovered the efficacy of cod-liver 
oil, which is rich in vitamin A. The New 
England Journal of Medicine confirmed in 
1990 that vitamin A is essential in measles 
treatment and declared that “all children 
with severe measles should be given vi- 
tamin A supplements, whether or not they 
are thought to have a nutritional deficien- 
cy.” And while vitamin A proves itself an 
effective therapy and protection against 
contracting the disease, the measles vac- 
cine cannot promise the same. 


Effective vs. Protective 

Which brings us to the question of vac- 
cine safety and effectiveness in general. 
Researchers may call a vaccine “effec- 
tive” simply because it causes the injected 
person to develop antibodies. However, 
“it is important to understand that effec- 
tive and protective in vaccine research are 
not synonyms,” explains Dr. Sherri Ten- 
penny, a medical doctor and outspoken 
critic of vaccines. (Emphasis in original.) 
She cites the package insert of the HiBTi- 
ter® flu vaccine, which states that “the 
contribution [antibodies make] to clini- 
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cal protection is unknown,” and CDC 
literature about the pertussis vaccine, 
which admits, “The findings of efficacy 
studies have not demonstrated a direct 
correlation between antibody response 
and protection against pertussis disease.” 
This effective-vs.-protective distinction 
explains how outbreaks can occur in fully 
immunized populations, such as the 1985 
measles epidemic in a school in Corpus 
Christi, Texas. And as noted earlier, a 
number of cases in the current California 
outbreak involve previously immunized 
patients. 

Long before that, the trends were simi- 
lar. In 1967, for example, the UN World 
Health Organization declared that Ghana 
was measles-free after 96 percent of the 
population was vaccinated. But just five 
years later, the country suffered its most 
deadly outbreak of the disease. More re- 
cently, a 1990 article about measles in the 
Journal of the American Medical Asso- 
ciation pointed out: “Although more than 
95% of school-aged children in the US are 
vaccinated against measles, large measles 
outbreaks continue to occur in schools and 
most cases in this setting occur among pre- 
viously vaccinated children.” 


Dr. Tenpenny recalls that she was drawn 
into the debate years ago when she realized 
that “tens of thousands have been injured 
and have died as a result of vaccinations.” 
Among health problems that many parents 
and healthcare professionals fear could be 
associated with vaccines are autism, sud- 
den infant death syndrome, allergies, juve- 
nile diabetes, and childhood arthritis. 

Yet Vaccines.gov claims, “Vaccines 
are some of the safest medical products 
available.” It follows that the anti-vacci- 
nation movement is made up of parents 
who are inexcusably gullible and crimi- 
nally irresponsible — guilty of both child 
abuse and endangering society with their 
foolhardy negligence. So goes the party 
line. After all, say the pro-vaccine media, 
measles could find no susceptible host in 
a fully immunized population but can only 
gain foothold in, and be spread by, unvac- 
cinated people. 


Why Some Parents Say No 

Reputable sources, and even the CDC, 
expose the fallacy of such yellow jour- 
nalism. Moreover, parents who reject 
vaccines do so out of love for their chil- 
dren and have morally and scientifically 
valid arguments. Jane Orient, M.D., 
executive director of the Association 
of American Physicians and Surgeons 
(AAPS), explains that many people ob- 
ject to vaccines that are manufactured 
using cells from aborted babies. Such is 
the case with Merck’s ubiquitous MMR 
(measles-mumps-rubella) product, as 
Orient pointed out in a February 9 state- 
ment on the AAPS website. 

Parents also worry about chronic ad- 
verse health conditions associated with 
vaccines, in particular, autism. While the 
mainstream press scoffs at any associa- 
tion, Orient notes that the rates of autism 
in children have climbed precipitously 
since the dawn of the MMR vaccine: from 
1 in 10,000 children to 1 in 85. “Many 
factors may well contribute, but it is not 
unreasonable to suspect that MMR is one 
of them,” she argues. “Measles itself can 
cause encephalitis (brain inflammation) 
— its most dreaded complication. MMR 
is a live-virus vaccine. And the combi- 
nation could be riskier than the separate 
elements.” 

These concerns underscore the impor- 
tance of preserving patients’ rights to re- 
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Safe and Sound: Despite numerous deaths linked to Communist Chinese-made vaccines and 
other products, many inoculations used around the world today are manufactured in China and 
are “prequalified” by the UN World Health Organization. 


fuse medical treatment, and the reality that 
all medical interventions carry both ben- 
efits and risks. Regardless of whether an 
individual opts for or against a particular 
vaccine, the critical point is this: Govern- 
ment has no right or authority to mandate 
vaccines. 


Informed Consent 

AAPS clarifies the importance of the dis- 
tinction. “Mandatory vaccines violate the 
medical ethic of informed consent,” states 
the organization’s Fact Sheet, which also 
explains that the group is not opposed to 
vaccines and has never taken an anti-vac- 
cine position. It is, however, firmly op- 
posed to government policies that violate 
parental informed consent. “A case could 
also be made that mandates for vaccines 
by school districts and legislatures is the 
de facto practice of medicine without a 
license.” 

Government-required vaccines amount 
to a gross violation of privacy rights and 
personal freedom, as well as abuse of 
the doctor-patient relationship. In a 1999 
statement to the U.S. House Government 
Reform Committee, Orient explained, 
“The relationship of patient and physi- 
cian is shattered; in administering the 
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vaccine, the physician is serving as the 
agent of the state.” In that role, a doc- 
tor is forced to violate the time-honored 
Hippocratic Oath whereby he swears to 
act in the best interests of his individual 
patient, a principle reflected in the AAPS 
motto: Omnia pro aegroto (“All for the 
patient”). “Instead, he is applying the 
new population-based ethic in which the 
interests of the individual patient may be 
sacrificed to the ‘needs of society.’” 
Orient stated that government-man- 
dated vaccines mark a shocking reversal 
of traditional public health policy. In the 
past, authorities restricted individual lib- 
erty “only in case of a clear and present 
danger,” such as a quarantine of individ- 
uals infected with a dangerous commu- 
nicable disease. “Today, a child may be 
deprived of his liberty to associate with 
others, or even of his supposed right to a 
public education, 
simply because 
of being unim- 
munized,” said 
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ger.” He is guilty until proven innocent 
— or in this case, until immunized. 

AAPS is not alone in its defense of 
informed consent to medical treatment. 
The National Vaccine Information Cen- 
ter explains that the principle of informed 
consent “has become a central ethical 
principle in the practice of modern medi- 
cine and is applied to medical interven- 
tions which involve the risk of injury 
or death.” NVIC’s members believe no 
exception should be made for vaccines, 
since the group is composed of parents 
whose children have been injured or have 
died from reactions to them. 

Though there is as yet no federal vac- 
cination mandate, each state sets its own 
requirements for childhood immunization 
as a condition for public education. The 
NVIC website provides detailed informa- 
tion about current requirements, as well 
as measures under way in the various state 
legislatures to add or remove new man- 
dates and exemptions. 


Repercussions 

Despite establishment media efforts to 
manufacture unwarranted hysteria and 
demands for “medicine at gunpoint,” 
studies and experts suggest that the ap- 
proach may backfire in a major way. 
For one, more parents will become 
aware of the controversy though they 
may never have realized that medical 
professionals and studies have found 
vaccines to be far less than totally safe 
and effective. 

Plus, with trust in government at his- 
toric lows, any PR efforts by politicians, 
lobbyists, and bureaucrats are almost as- 
sured to generate a backlash and fresh 
suspicions. That is unquestionably a posi- 
tive development — especially when it 
comes to vaccines. Parents and patients 
should have all available information 
prior to giving consent and making im- 
portant medical decisions in consultation 
with their doctors. Ml 
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States Urged to Defy 


Lawless Marriage Edicts by U.S. Courts 


With federal judges purporting to overturn states’ 
marriage laws — unconstitutionally — some state officials 
are fighting back to protect their sovereignty. 
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Lawful order: A marriage clerk at the Tuscaloosa County Courthouse presents to a homosexual 
couple seeking a marriage license Chief Justice Moore’s order demanding the state constitution 


be upheld. 


by Alex Newman 


ater this year, probably around 
summertime, the U.S. Supreme 
Court will issue a ruling on homo- 
sexual “marriage.” Experts and activists 
on all sides of the debate expect the high 
court to overturn state laws and constitu- 
tions protecting the traditional definition 
of marriage as being between one man and 
one woman. In other words, a sort of 21st- 
century version of Roe v. Wade imposing 
the court’s views on all 50 states might 
be on the way. However, serious ques- 
tions have been raised surrounding such 
a ruling: Would it be another example of 
federal judicial overreach? If so, what, if 
anything, can states do to resist? 
As federal courts increasingly usurp 
broad powers never delegated to them or 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


even the U.S. government in the U.S. Con- 
stitution, the movement to rein in at the 
state level what is being called “judicial 
tyranny” is growing fast. From popular 
pastors and grassroots citizen movements 
to lawmakers, judges, and presidential can- 
didates, critics of the escalating assaults on 
state sovereignty from the federal bench 
say the time has come for state and local 
authorities to finally put their foot down 
and resist. Already, dozens of states have 
had homosexual “marriage” purportedly 
imposed on them by federal courts. Now, 
with the Supreme Court expected to deliver 
its decision on marriage this year, the pres- 
sure to resist is growing stronger than ever. 

In more than a few states, legislators 
have responded to the wave of federal rul- 
ings purporting to redefine marriage with 
new efforts aimed at protecting marriage 


and the will of voters from the decrees of 
federal judges. In Oklahoma, South Caro- 
lina, and Texas, for example, lawmakers 
have already introduced legislation that 
would prohibit state or local officials from 
issuing “marriage licenses” to homosexu- 
als. State judges, too, are considering 
ways to protect their state constitutions 
and the will of citizens from federal ju- 
dicial assault. 

As with the overturning of state efforts 
to protect the unborn from abortion begin- 
ning with Roe v. Wade, marriage is fast be- 
coming a flashpoint in the battle between 
the Constitution, state sovereignty, and the 
will of voters on one side, and the edicts 
of federal courts on the other. However, 
the implications of the struggle against 
what critics call “judicial tyranny” will 
ultimately define what America becomes 
going forward. Whether efforts to stop 
lawless and anti-constitutional federal 
court rulings at the state border will suc- 
ceed, however, remains to be seen. 


Ground Zero: Resistance in Alabama 

Alabama is now at the heart of the bat- 
tle. In a letter sent to Alabama Governor 
Robert Bentley in late January, Chief 
Justice Roy Moore of the Alabama Su- 
preme Court encouraged the Republi- 
can governor and lower courts to defy 
“judicial tyranny” — specifically, a re- 
cent unconstitutional ruling by a federal 
judge purporting to overturn the state’s 
constitutional protections for the “divine 
institution” of marriage. Quoting Scrip- 
ture, the state constitution, and previous 
federal and state Supreme Court rulings, 
Chief Justice Moore argued that federal 
courts were using “specious” arguments 
aimed at “destroying” marriage, with far- 
reaching consequences for Alabama and 
beyond. Moore warned in the letter that 
issuing “marriage licenses” to homosexu- 
als would be a violation of state law and 
Alabama’s constitution. In an order to 
state judges issued later, Moore explic- 
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In Oklahoma, South Carolina, and Texas, for example, 
lawmakers have already introduced legislation that 
would prohibit state or local officials from issuing 
“marriage licenses” to homosexuals. 


itly declared the issuance of licenses to 
homosexuals to be invalid. Most obeyed, 
but a handful of probate judges gave in 
and began “marrying” homosexuals. 

The letter from Chief Justice Moore, 
the state’s highest judicial official, came 
days after U.S. District Court Judge Callie 
Granade issued a ruling purporting to ex- 
pand the definition of marriage to include 
homosexual couples. For Chief Justice 
Moore and other top Alabama officials, 
the federal order goes far beyond legiti- 
mate constitutional power. “As you know, 
nothing in the United States Constitution 
grants the federal government the author- 
ity to redefine the institution of marriage,” 
Moore explained, adding that more than 


Lawkeeper: Chief Justice Roy Moore of the Alabama Supreme Court invoked the U.S. and 


eight in 10 Alabama voters specifically 
recognized in the state constitution that 
a matriage is a “sacred covenant, solem- 
nized between a man and a woman.” 

“As Chief Justice of the Alabama Su- 
preme Court, I will continue to recognize 
the Alabama Constitution and the will of 
the people overwhelmingly expressed in 
the Sanctity of Marriage Amendment,” 
Moore concluded. “I ask you to continue 
to uphold and support the Alabama Con- 
stitution with respect to marriage, both for 
the welfare of this state and for our poster- 
ity. Be advised that I stand with you to stop 
judicial tyranny and any unlawful opinions 
issued without constitutional authority.” 

In addition to the state constitution, the 


state constitutions, high court rulings, and Scripture to derail a federal ruling purporting to 


redefine marriage. 


18 


AP Images 


U.S. Constitution, and previous Alabama 
Supreme Court rulings protecting the in- 
stitution of marriage, the chief justice 
also cited a ruling by the U.S. Supreme 
Court. “Even the United States Supreme 
Court has repeatedly recognized that the 
basic foundation of marriage and fam- 
ily upon which our Country rests is ‘the 
union for life of one man and one woman 
in the holy estate of matrimony; the sure 
foundation of all that is stable and noble in 
our civilization; the best guaranty of that 
reverent morality which is the source of all 
beneficent progress in social and political 
improvement,” Moore explained, quoting 
Murphy v. Ramsey. 

The laws of Alabama have “always rec- 
ognized the Biblical admonition stated by 
our Lord,” the chief justice added in the let- 
ter, citing Mark 10:6-9 from the Bible. The 
verses, as quoted in the letter, read: “But 
from the beginning of the creation God 
made them male and female. For this cause 
shall a man leave father and mother, and 
cleave to his wife; And they twain shall be 
one flesh; so then they are no more twain, 
but one flesh. What therefore God hath 
joined together, let no man put asunder.” 

“Today the destruction of that insti- 
tution is upon us by the federal courts 
using specious pretexts based on Equal 
Protection, Due Process, and Full Faith 
and Credit Clauses of the United States 
Constitution,” Moore continued, taking 
aim at the radical reinterpretation of the 
Constitution being used to redefine mar- 
riage. “As of this date, 44 federal courts 
have imposed by judicial fiat same-sex 
marriages in 21 states of the Union, over- 
turning the express will of the people in 
those states. If we are to preserve that 
‘reverent morality which is our source of 
all beneficent progress in social and po- 
litical improvement,’ then we must act to 
oppose such tyranny!” 

Moore also quoted an 1825 letter by 
Thomas Jefferson, among the most influ- 
ential Founding Fathers and a strong pro- 
ponent of state nullification, expressing the 
“deepest affliction” over the “usurpation” 
by federal courts of “all rights reserved 
to the states.” The chief justice said that 
Jefferson’s words “precisely express my 
sentiments on this occasion.” Quoting the 
10th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, 
which reserves all powers to states and the 
people that were not specifically delegated 
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to the federal government, 
Moore said that nothing in the 
Constitution grants authority 
to the feds to “desecrate” the 
institution of marriage. “Our 
State Constitution and our 
morality are under attack by a 
federal court decision that has 
no basis in the Constitution of 
the United States,”’ he added. 
Governor Robert Bentley, 
a Republican, at first released 
a statement suggesting that he 
was prepared to defend mar- 
riage from unconstitutional 
attacks by the federal courts. 
However, as pressure from 
federal supremacists, homo- 
sexual activists, and the estab- 
lishment media grew stronger, 
he quickly waffled, declaring 
that he would take no action 
against judges who issue mar- 
riage licenses to homosexuals. 
On the other side of the 
debate, homosexual activists 
were fuming. One homo- 
sexual Alabama lawmaker, 
Democrat Patricia Todd, even 
resorted to blackmail — a 
criminal offense — by threat- 
ening to expose alleged “extramarital af- 
fairs” among her colleagues if they keep 
discussing “family values” while speaking 
out against the federal court ruling. The 
pro-homosexual marriage group Human 
Rights Campaign, which late last year saw 
its founder arrested and charged for alleg- 
edly raping a 15-year-old boy, also lam- 
basted Moore’s letter in interviews with 
countless establishment media outlets. 


Pastor Explains Duty to Resist 

At least some pastors are already urg- 
ing state and local officials to stand up 
for marriage and, if necessary, interpose 
between citizens and an out-of-control 
federal government. One of those minis- 
ters offered a powerful election sermon to 
Montana lawmakers at the legislature in 
January urging them to do their biblical 
duty by standing up to escalating federal 
tyranny. Citing the Constitution, Scrip- 
ture, and what is known as the “doctrine 
of the lesser magistrate,” Pastor Matt Tre- 
whella told state legislators that they have 
more than just the right to protect citizens 
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Remedy: President Thomas Jefferson was among the Founding Fathers 
who encouraged state nullification of unconstitutional federal actions. He 
also warned of the Supreme Court becoming a “despotic branch.” 


from growing lawlessness, tyranny, and 
wickedness in government — they have 
a moral and Christian obligation to do so. 

The pastor, who wrote a book on the 
subject entitled The Doctrine of the Less- 
er Magistrates, introduced the doctrine, 
which addresses “the duty of lower magis- 
trates in the face of tyranny,” he said. The 
notion that lesser magistrates must defy 
evil or unjust actions by authorities was 
first articulated in its present form by John 
Calvin, who wrote that there are “popular 
magistrates” who have “been appointed to 
curb the tyranny of kings.” Even before 
that, the pastor explained, Western Civi- 
lization had a firm grasp of the concept, 
as evidenced by John of Salisbury’s 1159 
work Policraticus, for example, among 
other works and writings. 

As Trewhella pointed out in his sermon, 
there are also numerous examples of the 
doctrine at work throughout the Bible. 
The pastor cited, among other cases, the 
midwives in the Book of Exodus who de- 
fied pharaoh’s orders to murder all male 
Hebrew newborns. Israel’s interposition 


on behalf of King Saul’s son, 
Jonathan, who was set to be 
executed for violating a de- 
cree he was unaware of, was 
also discussed. Daniel, at the 
time a top government of- 
ficial, publicly defied King 
Darius’ decree against pray- 
ing. “Daniel took an open 
stand in defiance of this unjust 
law,” Trewhella explained, 
citing Scripture to show that 
Daniel knew of the unjust 
decree yet openly violated it. 
“And your duty is no different 
in our day.” 

Among the outrages al- 
ready foisted on Americans 
by an unconstrained federal 
government are the “cold- 
blooded murder of the pre- 
born,” “the imposition of ho- 
mosexual marriage upon our 
states,” and “the phalanx of 
laws created by the State to 
invade our domestic affairs, 
disarm the people, seize our 
property, and harass our per- 
sons.” All of it, Trewhella 
said, points to “the growing 
tyranny in America.” 

“Listen to me now — and this is impor- 
tant — by your act of interposition, when 
you as lower magistrates defy the higher 
authority, you remind the federal authori- 
ties that their authority has limits,” he ex- 
plained to the assembled state lawmakers. 
“They are not to be blithely obeyed.... You 
need to understand — you possess author- 
ity. You need to understand the authority 
you possess is delegated authority. Your 
authority as a legislator was delegated to 
you of God.” 

If the higher authority makes “unjust 
or immoral law,” such as imposing ho- 
mosexual marriage by judicial fiat, “you 
have a duty not to sustain his rebellion 
against God by obeying the unjust law,” 
Trewhella said. “Rather, you have the duty 
to use your authority to resist his unjust or 
immoral law, and thus remind the higher 
authority in all their arrogance that their 
authority has limits.” 

In practice, Trewhella said, the doc- 
trine means the duty of lesser magistrates 
is threefold. “First, they are to oppose and 
resist any laws or edicts from the higher au- 


19 


AP Images 


thority that contravene the law or Word of 
God,” he said. “Second, they are to protect 
the person, liberty, and property of those 
who reside within their jurisdiction from 
any unjust or immoral laws or actions by 
the higher authority. Third, they are not to 
implement any laws or decrees made by the 
higher authority that violate the Constitu- 
tion, and if necessary, resist them.” 

Especially important, Trewhella con- 
cluded, is to stop pretending that fed- 
eral courts possess unlimited authority to 
trample on the U.S. Constitution and even 
God’s law itself. He cited the purported re- 
definition of marriage by federal judges, 
as well as the purported legalization of 
abortion by the Supreme Court, as two of 
the most egregious examples that require 
interposition. 

There is also what Trewhella described 
to THE NEW AMERICAN as a “huge” role for 
citizens to play in the fight. “They must 
prod their state, county, and local authori- 
ties to stand in defiance of federal tyranny, 
and then they must have their back when 
they do stand — offering their substance 
and very bodies for all that is needed both 
publicly and privately in support of them,” 
he said. 


Nullifying Judicial Tyranny 

Writing in THE NEW AMERICAN online in 
January, constitutional attorney and nulli- 
fication expert Joe Wolverton also high- 
lighted the duty of states. “Accepting the 


Lawbreaker? Alabama Representative Patricia Todd, a homosexual Democrat, resorted to threats 


decision of the Supreme Court as the final 
say on an issue that has been already de- 
cided by the people and their elected state 
representatives in several states is not 
the action of a constitutionalist,” wrote 
Wolverton. “Furthermore, all state legis- 
lators and other state officials (including 
attorneys general and governors) are duty- 
bound to refuse to enforce any act of the 
federal government that exceeds its consti- 
tutionally defined powers.” 

Wolverton also quoted the writings of 
key architects of America’s constitutional 
Republic debunking the notion that any 
and all edicts issued by the Supreme Court 
must be obeyed as the Supreme Law of the 
Land. James Madison, for instance, noted 
that when the federal government usurps 
powers not delegated by the Constitution, 
“the states who are parties thereto, have 
the right, and are in duty bound, to inter- 
pose for arresting the progress of the evil, 
and for maintaining within their respective 
limits, the authorities, rights and liberties 
appertaining to them.” Jefferson pointed 
out that “nothing in the Constitution” per- 
mits the Supreme Court to declare laws 
unconstitutional, and that such a posi- 
tion “would make the judiciary a despotic 
branch.” In the Federalist Papers, Alexan- 
der Hamilton said unconstitutional “usur- 
pations” should be treated as such. 

“Regardless of how the Supreme Court 
rules on the issue of same-sex marriage, 
the states retain the authority to govern 


and blackmail, potentially a criminal offense, in her quest to silence her colleagues on the issue of 


marriage and family values. 
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themselves and needn’t be bound by ac- 
tions of the federal government that exceed 
the boundaries placed by the Constitution 
around its very limited sphere of authority,” 
Wolverton concluded. “Finally, there is ab- 
solutely no reason that conservatives and 
people of faith committed to the protection 
of traditional marriage should hang on the 
words of black-robed oligarchs who have 
no constitutional authority to set at naught 
the will of the people of the various states.” 


National Struggle 

While nullification is a crucial remedy 
for anti-constitutional decrees coming 
from the Supreme Court, it is not the 
only one. In fact, under the U.S. Consti- 
tution, Congress has the power to stop the 
lawlessness by exercising its authority in 
defining the courts’ jurisdiction. Starting 
in 2004, then-Representative Ron Paul 
introduced the “We The People Act” to 
do precisely that. The legislation would 
prohibit federal courts from adjudicat- 
ing cases about state laws on religious 
freedom and “privacy,” including sexual 
orientation and abortion. It would also 
punish any judges violating those limits 
by removing them from power. 

“Tt is long past time that Congress ex- 
ercises its authority to protect the republi- 
can government of the states from out-of- 
control federal judges,” Representative 
Paul explained when introducing the bill 
in 2011. “The only way to resolve con- 
troversial social issues like abortion and 
school prayer is to restore respect for the 
right of state and local governments to 
adopt policies that reflect the beliefs of 
the citizens of those jurisdictions.” The 
same applies to marriage. 

As the federal government becomes 
increasingly extreme in usurping power, 
efforts to rein it in are growing and will 
undoubtedly continue to spread. From 
nullification by liberal and conservative 
states, to efforts such as Justice Moore’s 
to protect state constitutions from radical 
federal judges, to Congress stepping in, 
there are multiple remedies. If America 
is to survive as a constitutional Republic 
with a limited federal government, state 
officials must take serious steps to put a 
constitutional leash back on Washington, 
D.C., and its courts. The alternative is lit- 
erally, as Justice Moore put it, “judicial 
tyranny.” 
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The Solution Is the Constitution, 


NOT ARTICL 


With a surge of pressure being put on state 


legislators this year to apply for an Article V 
convention, here are three reasons to oppose 
all such constitutional convention applications. 


by Larry Greenley 


The federal government ... can do most 
anything in this country. 

— Representative Fortney Hillman 
“Pete” Stark (D-Calif.), July 24, 2010 


ack in the tumultuous days of 
i ObamaCare town hall meetings in 
the summer of 2010, a constitution- 
ally astute attendee at a Hayward, Cali- 
fornia, town hall asked her congressman, 
Pete Stark, a very pointed question: “If this 
[ObamaCare] legislation is constitutional, 
what limitations are there on the federal 
government’s ability to tell us how to run 
our private lives?” 
After a long pause, the congressman 
haltingly answered, “I think that there are 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


very few constitutional limits that would 
prevent the federal government from rules 
that could affect your private life.” 

His questioner interrupted, saying, “The 
Constitution specifically enumerates cer- 
tain powers to the federal government 
and leaves all other authority to the states 
or the people.... So my question is, how 
can this law be constitutional? But more 
importantly than that, if they can do this, 
what can’t they?” 

At this point, the audience burst into 
enthusiastic applause. 

After the applause died down, Stark 
answered her with this now-famous re- 
sponse: “The federal government, yes, can 
do most anything in this country.” 

Then, speaking over the numerous dis- 
approving catcalls of the audience, the 


intrepid questioner summed up: “You sir, 
and people who think like you, are de- 
stroying this nation!” 

Once more, the audience burst into vig- 
orous applause. 

A four-minute video of this exchange 
was posted on YouTube where it quickly 
went viral.* 


Limiting the Government 
With Enumerated Powers 
Stark’s questioner deftly summed up an 
important aspect of how the Constitution 
limits government: “The Constitution spe- 
cifically enumerates certain powers to the 
federal government and leaves all other 
authority to the states or the people.” 
Thomas Jefferson clearly stated this 
principle in a letter to Albert Gallatin, 
June 16, 1817: “Congress [has] not un- 
limited powers to provide for the general 
welfare, but [is] restrained to those spe- 
cifically enumerated.” 
Or, as James Madison put it in The 
Federalist, No. 45: 


The powers delegated by the proposed 
Constitution to the federal government 
are few and defined. Those which are 
to remain in the State governments are 
numerous and indefinite. 


Although powers are delegated to the 
several branches of the federal govern- 
ment throughout the Constitution, when 
we speak of the enumerated powers of the 
government, we’re usually thinking of Ar- 
ticle I, Section 8, where most of the pow- 
ers delegated to Congress are listed one by 
one in 18 clauses. Some examples of these 
powers are: “To lay and collect taxes ... To 
regulate commerce with foreign nations ... 
To establish a uniform rule of naturaliza- 
tion ... To coin money, regulate the value 
thereof ... To constitute tribunals inferior 
to the Supreme Court ... To declare war ... 
To raise and support armies ... To provide 
and maintain a navy.” 

What’s more interesting than what’s in 
the list of enumerated powers is what’s 
not in the list. For example, Congress is 
not granted the power to set up a quasi- 
governmental agency, such as the Fed- 


*See this video on YouTube at 
http://youtu.be/W 1-eBz8hyoE 
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Wondering why the Constitution was ignored: Back in 2010, a constituent (left) challenged congressman Pete Stark (right): “The Constitution 
specifically enumerates certain powers to the federal government.... So my question is, how can [ObamaCare] be constitutional?” Stark’s now- 
infamous answer: “The federal government, yes, can do most anything in this country.” 


eral Reserve (established by Congress 
in 1913), that prints paper money. The 
Founders were very familiar with the 
evils of paper money from the disastrous 
experiences of the various independent 
American states (ex-colonies) and the 
Continental Congress with issuing paper 
money. The expression “not worth a Con- 
tinental” dates from those days and refers 
to paper money issued by the Continen- 
tal Congress during the War for Indepen- 
dence. Congress is only given the power 
to “coin money, regulate the value there- 
of,” not print unbacked paper money; 
therefore, the Federal Reserve should be 
abolished on the grounds that Congress 
had no constitutional authority to create 
such an institution. 

Examples of other government agencies 
and programs created by Congress without 
being authorized by the Constitution are 
ObamaCare, the U.S. Department of Edu- 
cation, the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, the U.S. Department of Energy, 
foreign aid, membership in the United Na- 
tions, etc. Eliminating all such unconsti- 
tutional agencies and programs would go 
a long way toward reining in the federal 
government. 

Clearly, the Founders gave us a Constitu- 
tion that limited the federal government by 
only delegating specific enumerated pow- 


ers to it and reserving all powers not so del- 
egated to the states or the people, as stated 
so emphatically in the 10th Amendment: 


The powers not delegated to the 
United States by the Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it to the States, are 
reserved to the States respectively, or 
to the people. 


Therefore, the Constitution provided for 
very strict limitations on the federal gov- 
ernment by only granting it specific, enu- 
merated powers, and reserving all other 
powers to the states or the people. It’s even 
been estimated that 80 percent of federal 
spending has no constitutional basis. 

As you can see, Representative Stark’s 
persistent questioner was very faithful to 
the Constitution and its enumerated pow- 
ers’ limitations on the government. On the 
other hand, Stark represented the current 
state of mind of most of our elected offi- 
cials that “the federal government ... can 
do most anything in this country.” 

After a century or more of increasing 
disregard for the Constitution’s limitations 
on government, this is where we are. The 
majority of public officials, and very re- 
grettably, the majority of voters, now act 
as though the government’s power is es- 
sentially unlimited. Stark is actually main- 


What's more interesting than what's in the list of 
enumerated powers is what's not in the list. For 
example, Congress is not granted the power to set 
up a quasi-governmental agency, such as the Federal 
Reserve, that prints paper money. 
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stream, but ever so untactful in expressing 
himself. Yes, there are some notable excep- 
tions, such as the widespread support for 
the right to keep and bear arms; however, 
these exceptions serve to prove the rule. 


The Article V Convention Movement 
There’s a very important issue that is be- 
coming more and more prominent in state 
legislatures in recent years. It goes by 
several names, such as an Article V con- 
vention, a constitutional convention (often 
abbreviated as a Con-Con), a convention 
of the states, or a convention for proposing 
amendments. All of these terms refer to a 
provision in Article V of the U.S. Consti- 
tution whereby if two-thirds of the states 
apply to Congress for a national conven- 
tion for proposing amendments, then Con- 
gress shall call such a convention. 

The stakes are very high with this Ar- 
ticle V convention issue! Will we preserve 
and restore the Constitution that has se- 
cured our rights for over two centuries? 
Or, will we subject it to the Article V con- 
vention process and risk harmful changes 
that very well could end our heritage of 
freedom and prosperity? 

An Article V convention is the second 
method provided in the Constitution for 
proposing amendments. The first method 
is for both houses of Congress to approve 
a proposed amendment by at least a two- 
thirds majority vote. Once an amendment 
is proposed by either method, Article V 
prescribes that such a proposed amend- 
ment be sent to the states for ratification, 
with Congress having the option to man- 
date ratification by either the state legis- 
latures or by special state conventions. In 
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either case, three-fourths of the states must 
ratify a proposed amendment before it can 
be added to the Constitution. 

Twenty-seven amendments have been 
added to the Constitution since 1787. 
All of them have been added via the first 
method (congressional proposal), and 
none have been added by the second meth- 
od (convention proposal). 

Although there have been sporadic ap- 
plications from states for an Article V con- 
stitutional convention ever since the early 
days of our constitutional Republic, there 
was a real flurry of applications to hold a 
convention for proposing a balanced bud- 
get amendment (BBA) in the 1970s and 
early 1980s. By the time that there were 
32 state BBA convention applications 
(two short of the required two-thirds), a 
reaction occurred in the 1980s that first 
stalled the BBA convention movement 
at 32 states, then began influencing states 
to rescind (take back) their BBA conven- 
tion applications, based on a well-founded 
fear that such a convention could become 
a “runaway convention” that could lead to 
harmful changes in the Constitution. 

By 2011, 16 states had rescinded their 
BBA convention applications, leaving 
only 16 states with “live” BBA conven- 
tion applications. However, in recent years 
some states that had rescinded their appli- 
cations have reapplied for a BBA conven- 
tion, and some new states have approved 
BBA convention applications, giving us a 
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current total of 25 states with “live” BBA 
convention applications. 

There are also other initiatives to apply 
for an Article V convention, such as for 
proposing amendments to limit the power 
and jurisdiction of the federal government, 
or to limit the terms of congressmen, or 
to reverse the Supreme Court’s Citizens 
United decision concerning corporate 
campaign donations, etc. 


One, Two, Three 

Although any specific initiative (BBA, 
term limits, limiting corporate political 
donations, etc.) should be subjected to 
great deliberation and scrutiny, our focus 
in this article will be on three reasons why 
we believe we must oppose all Article V 
convention applications at this time in our 
nation’s history. 


1. The Constitution Is Not the Problem. 

Constitutional convention proponents 
appear to be very concerned about up- 
holding the Constitution. They empha- 
size how they want to preserve the Con- 
stitution by utilizing one of its articles to 
amend the Constitution. Nonetheless, it’s 
revealing that they utter barely a peep 
about restoring the limitations on gov- 
ernment provided by the Constitution’s 
enumerated powers. They imagine that 
we can continue to allow the great bulk 
of unconstitutional government programs 
to continue on pretty much as before. 
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Printing hundred-dollar bills: Congress is only given the power to “coin money, regulate the value 
thereof,” not print unbacked paper money; therefore, the Federal Reserve should be abolished on 
the grounds that Congress had no constitutional authority to create such an institution. 
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For example, the BBA Article V con- 
vention proponents only want to tweak 
the system by adding a balanced budget 
amendment to the Constitution. They 
think they can fix the present state of 
constitutional anarchy by imposing fis- 
cal responsibility without restoring the 
enumerated powers. This notion is akin to 
expecting to see water run uphill. How can 
you “rein in” the government when you’re 
unwilling to make it follow the rules (i.e., 
the Constitution)? 

We must correct all those Article V con- 
vention proponents who constantly refer 
to the need to rein in our “out-of-control” 
government without addressing the root 
cause. What we are actually facing is an 
“out-of-compliance-with-the-C onstitu- 
tion” government. Therefore, the Consti- 
tution is not the problem, and changing the 
Constitution with an Article V convention 
is not the solution. 

The only true solution, as daunting as 
it may appear, is a large-scale, grassroots, 
constitutional education program that 
would inform the electorate sufficiently 
to demand adherence to the Constitution 
from their representatives. Without such 
an informed electorate, no form of consti- 
tution, whether our current Constitution, 
a revised constitution, or a completely re- 
written constitution, will work. 

As James Madison stated in a speech at 
the Virginia Ratifying Convention on June 
20, 1788: 


But I go on this great republican prin- 
ciple, that the people will have vir- 
tue and intelligence to select men of 
virtue and wisdom. Is there no virtue 
among us? If there be not, we are in 
a wretched situation. No theoretical 
checks — no form of government can 
render us secure. To suppose that any 
form of government will secure lib- 
erty or happiness without any virtue 
in the people, is a chimerical idea. 


Or, as Thomas Jefferson said in a similar 
vein in a letter to Colonel Charles Yancey 
on January 6, 1816: “If a nation expects to 
be ignorant and free, in a state of civiliza- 
tion, it expects what never was and never 
will be.” 

What Madison and Jefferson are em- 
phasizing in these quotes is that an in- 
formed electorate is essential for pre- 


CONSTITUTION 


serving our freedom under any form of 
government with elected officials. 


2. All Article V Conventions Would Have 
the Inherent Power to Be Runaway Con- 
ventions. 

To their great credit, most state legis- 
lators have voted down most Article V 
convention applications over the past 30 
years, based on their belief that such a con- 
vention could easily become a “runaway 
convention” that could make harmful 
changes to the Constitution. In truth, all 
Article V conventions would have the in- 
herent power to be “runaway conventions” 
that could propose harmful revisions to 
the Constitution, as well as provide for 
new methods for ratification (based on 
the precedent of the 1787 Convention) 
that would increase the likelihood that the 
harmful revisions would be adopted. 

As an example of providing for new 
methods of ratification to increase the 
chances of success, Article V of the Consti- 
tution of 1787 stipulates that three-fourths 
of the states are required to ratify a pro- 
posed amendment before it can be added 
to the Constitution. This replaced the much 
higher bar of requiring unanimous agree- 
ment of the states for amending the Articles 
of Confederation. However, the Founders 
departed from the three-fourths require- 
ment with the Constitution itself, requiring 
only nine states out of 13 for ratification, 
which is even less than the three-fourths 
requirement of Article V. A new Article 
V constitutional convention could change 
the ratification requirement from three- 
fourths of the states to a simple majority 
of the states, or even to a simple majority 
in a national referendum of U.S. citizens. 
Moreover, even if the current ratification 
requirements were not changed, Congress 
could still opt for special state ratifying 
conventions for the purpose of doing an 
end-run around the state legislatures. 

Such constitutional conventions would 
consolidate the inherent powers of a free 


people, whose right “to alter or abolish” 
our government is enshrined in the Pre- 
amble of the Declaration of Independence: 


That whenever any Form of Govern- 
ment becomes destructive of these 
ends, it is the Right of the People to 
alter or to abolish it, and to institute 
new Government, laying its founda- 
tion on such principles and organiz- 
ing its powers in such form, as to 
them shall seem most likely to effect 
their Safety and Happiness. 


The Founders acted on the basis of this 
right when they declared independence 
from England in 1776 and went on to estab- 
lish anew government under the Articles of 
Confederation, and again at the Constitu- 
tional Convention of 1787 (and subsequent 
state ratifying conventions) when they es- 
tablished a new government under the Con- 
stitution. Based on the right of the people to 
“alter or abolish” our government and the 
precedents of 1776 and 1787, an Article V 
convention would therefore be empowered 
to rewrite the Constitution without any 
limit on its action. In this sense such a con- 
vention would be superior to Congress, the 
executive branch, and Supreme Court, or 
any state legislature as well. 

In The Federalist, No. 78, Madison 


Examples of other government agencies and 
programs created by Congress without being 
authorized by the Constitution are ObamaCare, the 
U.S. Department of Education, the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, the U.S. Department of Energy, etc. 
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justified the legitimacy of the 1787 Con- 
stitutional Convention by referring to the 
“fundamental principle of republican gov- 
ernment, which admits the right of the peo- 
ple to alter or abolish the established Con- 
stitution, whenever they find it inconsistent 
with their happiness.” (Emphasis added.) 

Therefore, on the one hand, we ac- 
knowledge the transcendent blessings 
we’ve received from the “altering and 
abolishing” of previous forms of govern- 
ment represented by the Declaration of 
Independence of 1776 and the Constitu- 
tion of 1787. However, on the other hand, 
we must warn against the great dangers 
to our freedoms and rights that would be 
posed by an inherently unlimited Article 
V convention at this time in our nation’s 
history when there is insufficient support 
among the people for enforcing even our 
present Constitution. In short, we’ve got 
no business creating an open-ended con- 
stitutional convention process when we 
have way too many Pete Starks among 
our federal and state legislators and way 
too few constitutionally astute voters like 
Stark’s questioner! 


3. An Article V Convention Would Enable 
Powerful Special Interests to Revise the 
Constitution in Their Favor. 

In 1996, the Institute for Advanced 
Studies in Culture at the University of 
Virginia published “The State of Disunion 
— 1996,” a survey of the American pub- 
lic’s attitudes toward government, politics, 
morality, etc., based on 2,000 face-to-face, 
in-depth interviews. One striking finding 
from this survey was that 81 percent of 
Americans agree with the statement: “Our 
country is run by a close network of special 
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interests, public officials, and the media.” 
This attitude was up from just 60 percent 
of the population in 1976. It is likely that 
the percent would be even higher today. 

So it would be pretty safe to say that 80 
percent or so of Americans today believe 
that our government is run by powerful spe- 
cial interest groups. This intuitive belief by 
a large majority of Americans faithfully re- 
flects the underlying reality, as document- 
ed in the pages of this magazine over the 
years, that our government is extensively 
influenced by powerful special interest 
groups such as Big Business, Big Labor, 
Big News Media, the Education Establish- 
ment, Foundations, Internationalist Foreign 
Policy Organizations, Big Political Donors, 
etc. As just one example, the article, “Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations” (available online 
at TheNewAmerican.com), published in 
the August 3, 2009 issue of this magazine, 
characterized the amazing degree of influ- 
ence exercised by just this one internation- 
alist foreign policy organization over our 
government as follows: 


Chief among these groups is the Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations (CFR), the 
most visible manifestation of what 
some have called the American estab- 
lishment. Members of the council have 
dominated the administrations of every 
president since Franklin D. Roosevelt, 
at the cabinet and sub-cabinet level. It 
does not matter whether the president 
is a Democrat or Republican. 


It is these special interest groups that over 
the last century or so have influenced pub- 
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lic officials to usurp powers not granted in 
the Constitution, and simultaneously have 
influenced huge numbers of voters to ac- 
cept those usurpations. 

Proponents of an Article V convention 
assure us that delegates appointed by state 
legislatures can propose amendments, the 
amendments can be ratified by the states, 
and the resulting amendments will mi- 
raculously rein in our “out-of-control” 
federal government. This starry-eyed sce- 
nario is a major fairy tale — a fairy tale 
that could destroy our Constitution. Not 
only do special interests have extensive 
control over the federal government, they 
also have powerful influence over state 
legislatures. The power elites mentioned 
above learned how to elect and influence 
large numbers of federal and state leg- 
islators a very long time ago. You don’t 
believe it? Just try working with other 
grassroots activists to stop the special 
interests’ Common Core education stan- 
dards juggernaut in your state, and see 
how far you get! 

As another striking example of just how 
pervasive special interests’ influence is over 
state legislatures, consider the current cam- 
paign by multinational corporations and in- 
ternationalist foreign policy organizations 
in cooperation with the Obama administra- 
tion and Republican leaders in Congress to 
merge the United States into a trans-Pacific 
union and a trans-Atlantic union via the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and the 
Transatlantic Trade and Investment Part- 
nership (TTIP) agreements. Such mergers 
would mean the end of our national inde- 
pendence and personal freedoms as secured 


by the Constitution. See the cover story, 
“Trading Away Their Oaths,” in the Feb- 
tuary 16 issue of this magazine (available 
online at TheNewAmerican.com) for more 
information on this topic. 

Nevertheless, the American Legisla- 
tive Exchange Council (ALEC), which 
boasts of nearly 300 corporate and private 
foundation members (including many 
leading multinational corporations) and 
nearly 2,000 state legislator members (out 
of the national total of about 7,000), of- 
ficially supports both the TPP and TTIP 
agreements on its website. Furthermore, 
ALEC is a major supporter of Article V 
conventions and has been for several dec- 
ades. For further information read, “The 
Not-so-smart ALEC” by William F. Jas- 
per, published in the May 5, 2014 issue of 
THE NEW AMERICAN (available online at 
TheNewAmerican.com). 

As another example of just how much 
the special interests are dedicated to chang- 
ing the Constitution to suit their purposes, 
we have “The Bicentennial Plot” by Gary 
Benoit, published by THE NEW AMERICAN, 
February 10, 1986 (available online at 
TheNewAmerican.com). These “Powers 
That Be” stepped out of the shadows in 
the years leading up to the bicentennial of 
the Constitutional Convention of 1787 and 
revealed their aggressive plans to change 
the Constitution as described in this quote 
from the article: 


The founding principles of the Re- 
public may be cast aside because 
there are powerful forces at work 
bent on changing our form of gov- 
ernment. For many decades these 
same forces have helped to move 
America away from constitutional 
limitations toward an all-powerful 
state. They now hope to formalize 
radical changes that have already 
been taking place by rewriting the 
Constitution. 

These entrenched powers are plan- 
ning to use the occasion of the Con- 
stitution’s bicentennial for a “reap- 
praisal” of our nation’s governmental 
system. And the radical changes that 
they recommend, as their “tribute” 
to the Founders, will be portrayed 
as reforms needed to modernize the 
Constitution and make government 
more efficient. 
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This article went on to focus on a powerful 
establishment special interest group, the 
Committee on the Constitutional System 
(CCS), which was leading the charge to 
“formalize radical changes that have al- 
ready been taking place by rewriting the 
Constitution.” 

The CCS was a perfect model of an es- 
tablishment special interest group, with 
two out of three of its co-chairs belonging 
to the preeminent internationalist foreign 
policy special interest group the Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations (CFR). Fifteen 
of the 41 members of the CCS board of 
directors were also CFR members. To 
round out this picture of an elite special 
interest group, the CCS received finan- 
cial support from the Ford Foundation, 
the Brookings Institution, and the Rock- 
efeller Foundation. 

Benoit’s powerful and revealing article 
was distributed far and wide in the late 
1980s. It played a leading role in prevent- 
ing the CCS and other special interest 
groups from piggybacking their plans to 
completely rewrite the Constitution on the 
bicentennial celebrations. 

Fast forwarding to the present time, the 
elite special interest groups are generally 
staying in the background of today’s con- 
stitutional convention movement. How- 
ever, the cooperation of a large number 
of left- and right-wing groups in an open 
coalition to rewrite the Constitution via 
an Article V convention raises the specter 
of a new push by the establishment spe- 
cial interests to rewrite the Constitution 
in their favor. For more information on 
this Left-Right coalition, see “Working 
Together to Rewrite the Constitution” by 
Christian Gomez in the June 9, 2014 issue 
of THE NEW AMERICAN (available online at 
TheNewAmerican.com). 

In his article, Gomez shines a spotlight 
on Professor Lawrence Lessig of Harvard 
Law School, the unofficial godfather of 
the present-day Left-Right coalition to 
bring about an Article V constitutional 
convention. Lessig has leveraged his pro- 
fessorship at an academically elite law 
school to promote the movement for a 
constitutional convention in many ways, 
such as his co-hosting of the Harvard Con- 
ference on the Constitutional Convention 
(Harvard Con-Con-Con) in 2011 along 
with Mark Meckler, currently heading up 
the Citizens for Self-Governance group 
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with its Convention of States Project that 
is working for an Article V convention. 
Lessig and Meckler’s Harvard Con-Con- 
Con did much to promote the development 
of the present-day Left-Right coalition to 
work for an Article V convention. 

In “Working Together to Rewrite the 
Constitution,” Lessig is quoted from an 
article he wrote in the May 1993 Texas 
Law Review: “Perhaps, that is, it is time to 
rewrite our Constitution.” This is just one 
of many pieces of evidence that indicates 
just how dedicated Lessig is to extensively 
changing the Constitution. 

However, since powerful special interest 
groups have such extensive influence over 
the federal and state levels of government, 
the most likely result of one or more Article 
V convention rewrites of the Constitution 
would be changes that legitimize the myr- 
iad usurpations of power that have already 
taken place in the service of the special in- 
terests. This would make it all the harder for 
We the People to ever regain control of the 
government from the special interests and 
restore the security of our God-given rights. 


The Solution to Our Out-of- 
compliance-with-the-Constitution 
Government 

What is absolutely necessary to turn this 
situation around is a large-scale, grass- 
roots education campaign on the practical 
aspects of how the Constitution already 
limits the power of the federal govern- 
ment. In order to restore our freedom, an 
informed electorate must be created that 
will roll back the power of the special in- 
terests by electing federal and state repre- 
sentatives who will enforce the Constitu- 
tion as originally intended. 

Although this sounds incredibly hard to 
achieve, there is no easy way. When the 
basic problem stems from widespread lack 
of understanding about the Constitution 
(and corresponding lack of determination 
to enforce it) among the voters, there is no 
Article V convention silver bullet that will 
solve the problem. 

We need many more voters who fully 
understand what Representative Stark’s 
questioner understood: “The Constitution 
specifically enumerates certain powers 
to the federal government and leaves all 
other authority to the states or the people.” 

The solution is the Constitution, not 
Article V. Bf 
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A Book and Boundaries 


Despite much denial, there is a long history of groups trying to establish world 
government. Now the evidence is listed by a proponent of world governance. 


RICK BIONDI & ALEX NEWMAN 
TO SEEK DEVELOPMENT OF THE UNITED 
NATIONS INTO A WORLD FEDERATION 


HEARINGS 


ATLANTIC UNION RESOLUTIONS 


HEARINGS 


World Federalism 101 


In Their Own Words & Deeds 


by Christian Gomez 


World Federalism 101, by Rick Biondi 
and Alex Newman, self-published via 
Create Space, 2014, 212 pages, paperback. 
(To order, see the inside back cover.) 


nyone familiar with the political 
An of Rick Biondi and Alex 

Newman would likely be sur- 
prised — perhaps even astonished — to 
discover that they’ve collaborated on a 
book about the Atlantic Union and global 
governance. Yet there their names appear, 
as the coauthors, on the cover of World 
Federalism 101. 

Alex Newman is not only a foreign 
correspondent for THE NEW AMERICAN, a 
publication that, like its parent organiza- 
tion The John Birch Society, stands firm- 
ly against submerging the United States 
in supranational or world government, 
but Newman himself has written myriad 
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articles warning against the plot to com- 
mit merger. On the other hand, Rick 
Biondi is a former executive consultant 
for the Association to Unite the Democ- 
racies (AUD), an organization devoted to 
transforming the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization (NATO) into a full-fledged 
political union of the United States and 
Europe. 

So why the surprising collaboration of 
Biondi and Newman on World Federal- 
ism 101? 

Newman answers the question in the 
introduction, which was his principal 
contribution to the book. “I have my 
own thoughts on all of this, and so does 
Biondi,” Newman explains regarding the 
eye-opening contents of World Federal- 
ism 101. “We certainly do not agree on 
everything, and we disagree on plenty. I 
still view the United States and its found- 
ing documents and principles as key to 
preserving freedom, while Biondi seems 
to me more open to the idea of ceding 
some sovereignty and transnational fed- 
eralism provided liberty is always re- 
spected.” However, Newman adds, nei- 
ther his opinion nor Biondi’s matters so 
far as the book’s contents are concerned 
because “what is contained ... is sim- 
ply facts and history. What it means and 
how it should be addressed is up to each 
individual — up to you. First learn the 
facts, and then make up your own mind 
about them. Biondi’s book will help you 
do that.” 

It certainly will. The book is comprised 
of a five-part chronology about the At- 
lantic Union and world federalist move- 
ments throughout the 20th century and 
into the 21st. Each part is interspersed 
with key documents and quotes that tell 
the story in the words of the global ar- 
chitects themselves. The quoted material 
is extensive, and the chronology serves 
basically to provide historical context for 
the documentation, the bulk of which is 
drawn from the Congressional Record. 
This makes the book particularly valu- 


able as a history of the Atlantic Union and 
world federalist movements in the U.S. 
Congress, though the scope of the book 
is not limited to this. 

Biondi, who prepared the chronology, 
presented the documentation matter of 
factly, without making his own personal 
views obvious to the reader. The result is 
that World Federalism 101 reads like an 
appendix, chronologically outlining the 
history and facts of the movements for 
both world and transatlantic government. 
Biondi’s objective writing makes the book 
a useful reference tool for both proponents 
and opponents of these movements. 

Let us now survey some of the quoted 
material in the book. Consider, for one 
example, this statement supporting the 
concept of Atlantic Union: 


It is fitting that the United States, the 
world’s first truly federal govern- 
ment, should be a main force behind 
the effort to find a basis for a broad 
federation of free Atlantic nations. 


That statement was made by Richard 
Nixon on September 1, 1966, two years 
before becoming president of the United 
States. Although he described the federa- 
tion of Atlantic nations as being “free,” it 
is also clear that he envisioned a transfer 
of political power to the Atlantic Union, 
based on his comparison of this confedera- 
tion to the United States. Such a transfer of 
power, of course, would necessarily mean 
the loss of at least some state sovereignty 
to the new super-national government, a 
loss of sovereignty that could be expected 
to snowball over time. It would also mean 
the supplanting of the United States’ su- 
preme law of the land — the U.S. Consti- 
tution — with the new political order. 

A much earlier proponent of globalism 
was Theodore Roosevelt, who on May 5, 
1910, the year after he left the presidency, 
said the following during his acceptance 
speech for the Nobel Prize at Christiania 
(Oslo, Norway): 
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I cannot help thinking that the 
Constitution of the United States, 
notably in the establishment of 
the Supreme Court and in the 
methods adopted for securing 
peace and good relations among 
and between the different states, 
offers certain valuable analogies 
to what should be striven for 
in order to secure, through the 
Hague courts and conferences, 
a species of world federation for 
international peace and justice. 
[Emphasis added. ] 


A month earlier, on April 5, 1910, 
U.S. Representative Richard Bar- 
tholdt (R-Mo.) introduced “Joint 
Resolution 187: To authorize the ap- 
pointment of a commission to draft 
articles of international federation.” 
Akey portion of Bartholdt’s resolu- 
tion stated: 


Second, To report to Congress, as 
soon as practicable, a draft of articles 
of federation limited to the mainte- 
nance of peace, through the estab- 
lishment of international court hav- 
ing power to determine by decree all 
controversies between nations, and 
to enforce execution of its decrees 
by the arms of the federation, such 
arms to be provided to the federation 
and controlled solely by it. 


Later that year, the House of Representa- 
tives and Senate unanimously passed the 
Commission on Universal Peace resolu- 
tion, which was “a watered-down version 
of Joint Resolution 187,” Biondi notes. 

In 1940, Dr. Robert Lee Humber, found- 
er of the Movement for World Federation, 
“started a personal campaign to convince 
state legislatures to petition the U.S. Con- 
gress to create a one world government,” 
Biondi writes. World Federalism 101 goes 
on to note, “Between 1940 and the mid- 
1950s, over 24 states encouraged the ex- 
ploration of a world government.” In 1949, 
Alan Cranston became president of the 
United World Federalists and “launched 
the ‘California Plan’ designed to ‘call a 
Constitutional Convention for the purpose 
of proposing amendments to the Constitu- 
tion paving the way to U.S. participation 
in world government,’” Biondi writes. 
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Alan 
Cranston 


AP Images 


The California legislature passed a reso- 
lution applying to Congress to call such 
a convention under Article V of the U.S. 
Constitution. So did the legislatures of 
four other states — Connecticut, Florida, 
New Jersey, and North Carolina. The key 
provision of one such application, Assem- 
bly Concurrent Resolution 17 of New Jer- 
sey, stated: 


Resolved by the House of Assembly 
of the State of New Jersey (the senate 
concurring): 

That application is hereby made to 
the Congress of United States, pursu- 
ant to article V of the Constitution of 
the United States, to call a conven- 
tion for the sole purpose of propos- 
ing amendments to the Constitution 
which are appropriate to authorize 
the United States to negotiate with 
other nations, subject to later ratifi- 
cation, a constitution of a world fed- 
eral government, open to all nations, 
with limited powers adequate to as- 
sure peace, or amendments to the 
Constitution which are appropriate to 
ratify any world constitution which is 
presented to the United States by the 
United Nations, by a world constitu- 
tional convention or otherwise. 


The five applications did not trigger a con- 
stitutional convention since under Article 


V Congress shall call a convention 
only upon receiving applications from 
two-thirds of the states. 

Since the creation of the United 
Nations in 1945, attempts have been 
made in Congress to grant it more 
power, including delegating it with 
the authority to “deal with disarma- 
ment and weapon control”; establish- 
ing of world inspection and police 
forces; transforming the UN General 
Assembly into a more representative 
“parliament of man” with legislative 
powers, including the power to raise 
revenue through the taxation of inter- 
national transactions; creating a “Bill 
of Human Rights”; and strengthening 
the International Court. In addition to 
Cranston, other advocates of strength- 
ening the UN included well-known 
names as then-Representatives Gerald 
Ford (R-Mich.) and John F. Kennedy 
(D-Mass.). 

In 1950, U.S. Senator Charles William 
Tobey (R-N.H.) introduced a resolution 
declaring “the sense of Congress that fun- 
damental objective of the United States 
foreign policy should be (1) ‘to support 
and strengthen the United Nations’ and 
(2) ‘to seek its development into a world 
federation open to all nations with defined 
and limited powers.’” 

If you are surprised by the candor of 
past proponents of Atlantic Union and 
world federation as illustrated by the 
sampling of quotes provided above, rest 
assured you are not alone. “I must con- 
fess that even though I considered myself 
well-read and knowledgeable about these 
efforts, this book was a real eye-opener,” 
Newman admitted in his introduction. “I 
had no idea that the effort to build a world 
federation had been so open and even 
‘mainstream’ just a few generations ago.” 

There is now less openness on the 
part of the one-world schemers. Yet, al- 
beit more stealthily, the world is now (as 
Newman puts it) “rushing toward global 
tyranny at breakneck speed.” Much to 
his credit, Biondi has neatly and chrono- 
logically arranged many key historical 
documents and facts in a succinct format, 
accessible and friendly to readers and re- 
searchers. No bookshelf of anyone deeply 
committed to or staunchly opposed to 
the goals outlined in this book should be 
without it. Hi 
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That’s Not Trash! 


A good-hearted garbage man in Greeley, 
Colorado, inspired a generous act of kind- 
ness when he returned a small Christmas 
gift to a family who accidentally threw 
it out. 

Jason Edwards recalled that as his fam- 
ily opened presents on Christmas morning, 
they amassed piles of trash quickly. “It was 
mounding up pretty quick and we filled up 
a couple trash bags for sure,” he said. 

In the process of gathering trash, how- 
ever, the family accidently tossed a $50 
JCPenney gift card in the garbage. “Pick- 
ing everything up, sorting through stuff, I 
guess I thought I had put it together with 
all my stuff,” said Brenda Edwards. 

Fortunately, Jimmy James, garbage 
man for Bunting Disposal, noticed the gift 
card in the trash, reported Fox4kc.com. “I 
was just dumping the cart in the back of 
the truck and seen the card on top of the 
pile of trash,” said Jimmy James. 

James thought the card appeared to be 
unused and so plucked it from the gar- 
bage. He handed it to his colleague to call 
on his phone to check the balance while 
he continued to empty garbage cans into 
the truck. 

Once James learned that there was a 
balance of $50 on the card, he completed 
his work day and then returned to the Ed- 
wards home to return the gift card. 

The Edwards family was astounded by 
James’ good deed. “It was kind of a shock- 
er to me for sure,” Jason said. “I called my 
wife and told her, ‘You’re never going to 
believe this guy, he just returned this card.’ 
It’s not a lot of money, it’s just basically a 
simple principal [sic] that someone would 
take their time out to do something like 
that. It’s pretty cool.” 

James admitted that he could have used 
the money, as his wife is a student and 
the household is relying on his income. 
“But my parents raised me better than 
that, and I would hope somebody would 
do the same for me.” 

And the Edwards family rewarded 
James for his good deed. Days later, Jason 
Edwards asked Fox31 Denver to give 
James an envelope containing $75 cash. 
The outside of the letter read, “To Jimmy, 
Thank you for your honesty.” 
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THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


James said that the original handshake 
and words of gratitude he received when 
he returned the gift card was enough, but 
added, “Wow man, I’m touched.” 


Life-long Volunteer 


At 107 years old, Edythe Kirchmaier is 
the oldest registered Facebook user, after 
acquiring a computer for the first time at 
age 95. She was celebrated by Fox News 
on January 22, when she turned 107, for 
volunteering nearly 97 years of her life 
for various organizations and encouraging 
that behavior in others. 

Kirchmaier began her many years of 
serving others by knitting “cootie catch- 
ers” for World War I soldiers. Fox News 
explained: “Because of unsanitary condi- 
tions in the trenches, the troops often be- 
came infested with lice, or ‘cooties.’ As a 
remedy, Edythe made belts the troops could 
tie around their waist when they slept so the 
lice — which is [sic] attracted to warmth 
— would burrow inside them. The soldiers 
would then burn the belts in the morning.” 

Kirchmaier attributed her charitable 
spirit to her mother. She recalled a mo- 
ment from her childhood in Springfield, 
Ohio, when she asked her mother if she 
could bring food to school for the poor 
children. Her mother replied, “There’s 
no one poorer than we are” but allowed 
Edythe to take food to school anyway. 

Kirchmaier’s mother would often do- 
nate food to those who needed it in ex- 
change for work around the house, an act 
that Kirchmaier says influenced her to 
want to help others. 

When Kirchmaier was married, she 
and her husband moved to Dayton, Ohio, 
where she served as a volunteer for local 
non-profit Direct Relief International for 
40 years. According to the organization’s 
website, “Direct Relief is a nonprofit, non- 
partisan organization that provides medi- 
cal assistance to people around the world 
who have been affected by poverty, natu- 
ral disasters, and civil unrest.” 

While at Direct Relief, Kirchmaier as- 
sisted with recovery efforts in Haiti, Japan, 
Pakistan, and Somalia, and was integral 
to the organization during Hurricanes Ka- 
trina and Sandy. 


“Her advice to stay positive, not worry 
about things that can’t be changed, and 
give back to help people who need it is 
a powerful reminder and sure seems to 
work,” said Kerri Murray, Direct Relief’s 
vice president of communication. 

Kirchmaier’s generosity has inspired 
others to do the same. When an anony- 
mous fan heard that her 1997 Dodge 
Caravan was having troubles and needed 
many repairs, the fan donated a brand 
new 2013 Honda Civic to her so that she 
could continue her volunteer work at Di- 
rect Relief, according to the Direct Relief 
website. 

Fox News also noted that Edythe’s and 
her husband’s volunteering took them to 
places abroad, such as Taiwan, where they 
served as teachers in the 1970s. 

Kirchmaier’s children could not be more 
proud of their mother, who set such a pow- 
erful example for them. “My mom is an ex- 
ceptional person,” Edythe’s son, Ray Kirch- 
maier, told FoxNews.com. “She has a very 
positive outlook on life, she’s very religious 
and she doesn’t let herself get down.” 


Very Sweet Sixteen 


A teenager in Antioch, California, proved 
to embody the true spirit of generosity 
when she donated her Sweet 16 birthday 
to help orphans on the other side of the 
world. 

ABC 7 reported, “Nubia Wilson de- 
cided a birthday party wasn’t the right 
thing to do, especially after volunteering 
in Ethiopia earlier this year.” While there, 
Wilson observed poverty and took note 
of the barefooted orphans wandering the 
streets and was heartbroken. 

In December, she approached her fam- 
ily and asked that they not throw her a big 
Sweet 16 party and, instead, donate to the 
cause. 

Wilson created a page on Crowdrise, 
where she was able to raise nearly $4,000. 
She’s very pleased, but is hoping to raise 
$10,000. She has even begun to auction 
off some of the art and artifacts she col- 
lected in Ethiopia to raise some money. 
Wilson states that her goal is to one day 
become a humanitarian lawyer. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Federalism Is Needed, 
Now More Than Ever 


A large segment of the population refrains, “Federal control is good” — whether over the 
environment, business, police, etc. But history shows those claims don’t hold water. 


aya Apsen phage 


aly tw Sen 


er 


out ew 


Articles of Confederation 


by Steve Byas 


hen the Congress of the American Confederation is- 
sued its call for a general convention of the states “for 
the sole and express purpose of revising the Articles of 


Confederation,” many, such as Patrick Henry, were suspicious. 
“T smell a rat,” he said. 
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Henry was concerned that the convention’s purpose was to 
increase the power of the common, or national, government at 
the expense of the states. After all, Henry’s home state of Vir- 
ginia and the other states had fought a long war against Great 
Britain, largely because they did not want to be ruled by a far 
off and distant government. The centralized British government 
had repeatedly violated the liberties of the Americans, eventually 
leading to the secession of the colonies from the British Empire. 

After winning their independence, the new states wished to 
continue their alliance with each other, but they did not want to 
substitute a new centralized government that could rule just as 
tyrannically as the one in London. Because of this, the Articles of 
Confederation were designed to leave most governmental func- 
tions to the several states, leaving only a limited sphere of author- 
ity for the confederation’s common government. 

The articles were ratified in 1781, and during the eight years 
this constitution was in effect, the United States was able to win 
its independence from the world’s strongest army, create a sys- 
tem of admitting new and equal states into the confederation, 
and provide for the transfer of publicly owned land into private 
hands. All in all, some great achievements. But, many could 
point to some problems, which they believed a stronger central 
government could solve. One serious problem was the inability 
of the national government of the confederation to get the Brit- 
ish to leave the forts around the Great Lakes. The British had 
pledged to do so in the 1783 Treaty of Paris, which ended the 
war, and recognized America’s independence. But, the British 
defiantly remained. The U.S. government had no army to com- 
pel them to do so, and a seeming inability to raise such an army. 
Others argued that a stronger national government was needed 
to resolve the trading issues that had arisen among the states. 

Once the delegates arrived in Philadelphia, some “nationalists” 
such as James Madison and Alexander Hamilton had a plan for an 
entirely new document that would replace the Articles of Confed- 
eration, and its passage became the mission of the convention — a 
successful endeavor. Although the new Constitution of the United 
States that was approved by the delegates on September 17, 1787 
certainly increased the power of what they called the “federal” 
government, it also contained many limitations on that power. First 
of all, the newly created government separated the power of fed- 
eral government into three branches, and gave each branch a way 
to “check” the power of the other two branches. 
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They are the model: The Gestapo was the nationalized police force of Nazi Germany. It should 
serve as a warning to those who advocate transferring general police powers away from state and 


local governments to a national government. 


Losing the People's Power 

The powers given to the new government 
were, in the words of the Constitution’s 
champion, James Madison, “few and de- 
fined,” leaving most governmental activ- 
ity in the hands of the states. Still, Patrick 
Henry, George Mason, and others feared 
this new government’s potential power, 
and insisted on a “bill of rights” specifi- 
cally restricting it and protecting the states 
and individual Americans from its power. 
Madison argued that this formal listing 
of “rights” of the states and individuals 
was unnecessary because the federal gov- 
ernment would only have those powers 
“enumerated” in the Constitution. Still, 
realizing that the document would not 
be ratified without a promise of a bill of 
rights, Madison assured them he would 
lead the way in submitting amendments 
to the states in the very first Congress. 


One wonders why they believe placing 
the title federal before judge makes a 
person more likely to respect individual 
liberty, or why residing inside the Beltway 
makes one wiser than those of us in the 


rest of the country. 
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In The Federalist, No. 51, Madison ar- 
gued that the Constitution’s framers had 
created a federal form of government, 
which he here termed a “compound repub- 
lic,” and lauded its benefits: “In a single 
republic, all the power surrendered by the 
people is submitted to the administration 
of a single government; and the usurpa- 
tions are guarded against by a division of 
the government into distinct and separate 
departments. In the compound republic of 
America, the power surrendered by the 
people is first divided between two dis- 
tinct governments, and then the portion 
allotted to each subdivided among distinct 
and separate departments. Hence a double 
security arises to the rights of the people.” 

The 10th Amendment sums up the pur- 
pose of the Bill of Rights: “The powers not 
delegated to the United States by the Con- 
stitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, 
are reserved to the States re- 
spectively, or to the people.” 

One would think the inclu- 
sion of this amendment, and 
the fact that the First Amend- 
ment begins with the words 
“Congress shall make no 
law,” would leave no doubt 
that the Constitution of the 
United States was intended 
by those states that ratified it 


in 1787-1789 to be a government of limit- 
ed jurisdiction, leaving most governmental 
power still in the hands of the several states. 

Yet, the “incorporation doctrine” inter- 
pretation of the 14th Amendment holds that 
the Bill of Rights now restricts the power 
of state governments, as well as that of the 
federal government. In effect, what the 
incorporation doctrine accomplishes is a 
massive transfer of power away from the 
states into the hands of the government in 
Washington, D.C. This is because the ulti- 
mate interpretation of the application of the 
Bill of Rights is in the hands of the federal 
judiciary, not the state courts. This is why, 
for example, federal courts are involved 
in such questions as whether prayer is al- 
lowed in a public school. According to the 
incorporation doctrine, all governments 
in the United States, not just the federal 
government, are restricted by the Bill of 
Rights. According to this fairly recent inter- 
pretation, when the First Amendment be- 
gins with the words, “Congress shall make 
no law,” one can now insert something like, 
“nor any other government in the United 
States,” after the word Congress. 

Noted constitutional scholar Raoul 
Berger argues in The Fourteenth Amend- 
ment and the Bill of Rights that this was not 
the intent of the framers of the amendment. 
Once, while I was discussing this issue with 
a lawyer who accepted the incorporation 
doctrine, I suggested that he read Berger’s 
work. No, he said, he did not need to be- 
cause his law school professor had men- 
tioned Berger, and had said he was wrong. 

This man, like many others, praised the 
increase in federal power, arguing we have 
need of a strong federal government to re- 
strain state governments because without 
the supervision of federal courts, the states 
would systematically run roughshod over 
the liberties of the people. One wonders 
why they believe placing the title federal 
before judge makes a person more likely to 
respect individual liberty, or why residing 
inside the Beltway makes one wiser than 
those of us in the rest of the country. Many 
contend that we who are concerned about 
the federal government infringing on our 
freedom are actually longing for a return 
to the days of segregation. In these argu- 
ments over the proper role of the federal 
government in our system of government, 
it is assumed that state and local govern- 
ments are liberty’s greatest foes. 
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Sins of Centralization 
It must be acknowledged that any gov- 
ernment is a potential tyranny. George 
Washington argued that government was 
“like fire, a dangerous servant and a fear- 
ful master.” But, a review of the historical 
record causes us to question the premise 
that our liberties are safer in the hands of 
national officials than in the hands of state 
authorities. 

The history of the world abounds with 
examples of national governments as the 
enemies of human liberty. After all, it was 
a national government that carried out the 
Holocaust in Nazi Germany, not a state 
government. The Reign of Terror in France 
was conducted by a radical national gov- 
ernment in France. The mass murders in 
Communist China, the Soviet Union, and 
Cambodia were all the work of national 
governments. It is simply inconceivable 
that such horrors could be conducted in 
one province or state of a larger national 
government, while the rest of the country 
went about its business. For 
one thing, if systematic vio- 
lations of liberty were taking 
place in just one state of the 
United States, we could expect 
large numbers to simply leave 
that state. It is much more dif- 
ficult to leave a nation than one 
state within that nation. 

This is particularly relevant 
to the recent controversies sur- 
rounding alleged police brutal- 
ity. The proposition that turn- 
ing all law enforcement over to 
a national government would 
eliminate (or even drastically 
reduce) police misbehavior is 
not borne out by either his- 
tory or logic. In nations with 
nationalized police forces, the 
liberties of its people are se- 
verely curtailed. Totalitarian 
dictatorships, such as Stalin’s 
Russia, or Hitler’s Germany, 
prove this point. After Hitler 
came to power in Germany, he 
made every effort to reduce the 
power of state governments, 
including their historical and 
constitutional control over the 
general police power. On June 
17, 1936, Hitler unified all po- 
lice forces under the control of 
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Heinrich Himmler. When one thinks of 
the Gestapo, it does not conjure up warm 
feelings, yet that was a nationalized police 
force. It is impossible to imagine a totali- 
tarian system without control of its law 
enforcement at the national level. 

At this point, those who contend our 
liberties are safer in the hands of federal 
officials will usually argue that these are 
foreign governments, and that our own 
national government has no Stalins or Hit- 
lers. Really? Does anyone truly believe 
that Americans are exempt from the same 
human nature that we have seen through- 
out history, such as the Caesars of ancient 
Rome, the pharaohs of Egypt, and modern 
dictatorships as found in places such as 
North Korea, Cuba, and Zimbabwe? As 
Lord Acton put it, “Power tends to corrupt.” 
It does not matter whether the person who 
has that power is a German, a Vietnamese, 
or an American. George Washington’s re- 
fusal of a crown when it was offered to him 
is notable because it was so unusual. 


Be quiet, or else: Abraham Lincoln ordered newspapers that disagreed 
with his policies shut down, and their owners, publishers, and editors 
jailed. He even jailed the grandson of Francis Scott Key (the author of 
our National Anthem), after Francis Key Howard’s newspaper opposed 
Lincoln’s invasion of the Southern states. 


A review of American history demon- 
strates this truth. Those arguing for a Con- 
vention of the States (COS) contend that 
if only we could add some amendments 
to the Constitution, we could put a stop 
to the federal government’s usurpation of 
the reserved powers of the states, and its 
infringement upon the people’s liberties. 
The First Amendment stated in very clear 
words that Congress would have no power 
to make any law abridging the freedom of 
speech or of the press. Yet, only seven 
years later, Congress passed the Sedition 
Act, a law that abridged freedom of speech 
and freedom of the press! Representative 
Nathaniel Macon of North Carolina ex- 
pressed wonder that Congress could pass 
such a law that was so clearly in violation 
of the First Amendment. 

The Sedition Act was repealed in the 
Jefferson administration, but even with- 
out it, President Abraham Lincoln pro- 
ceeded to violate the freedom of speech 
and of the press. In 1864, Lincoln sent 
an order to General John Dix: 
“You will take possession, by 
military force, of the printing 
establishments of the New 
York World and Journal of 
Commerce ... and prohibit 
any further publication there- 
of.... You are therefore com- 
manded forthwith to arrest 
and imprison ... the editors, 
proprietors and publishers of 
the aforesaid newspapers.” 

Thousands of citizens in the 
Northern states were impris- 
oned without trial, or without 
even being charged with a 
crime, according to Thomas 
J. DiLorenzo in his book The 
Real Lincoln. Lincoln even had 
the grandson of Francis Scott 
Key (the author of “The Star 
Spangled Banner”) imprisoned 
at Fort McHenry, the very spot 
where our beloved national 
anthem was composed! Fran- 
cis Key Howard of Baltimore 
was jailed after his newspaper 
editorialized against Lincoln’s 
decision to invade the South- 
ern states without any autho- 
rization from Congress, and 
Lincoln’s subsequent violation 
of civil liberties in Maryland. 
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Nothing to cheer about: Randy Weaver is shown here leaving a courthouse in Idaho. Federal agents 


conducted a raid of his property in 1992, alleging that he had sold a sawed-off shotgun. Weaver was 
never convicted of any crime, but the raiders killed his wife, his son, and even his dog. 


During the course of the Civil War, 
Lincoln suspended habeas corpus, and 
suspended free elections. Lincoln gave 
orders to his military to keep Maryland 
legislators who opposed the war from at- 
tending sessions of the legislature. “Over- 
all,” DiLorenzo wrote, “twenty-one men, 
including state legislators, a member of 
Congress, the mayor, and newspaper edi- 
tors and publishers, were arrested and im- 
prisoned at Fort Lafayette and elsewhere.” 

Lincoln ordered the postmaster general 
to deny delivery of newspapers that were 
opposed to the war. A mob of Union sol- 
diers destroyed the offices of the Demo- 
cratic Standard in Washington, D.C. The 
paper had criticized military blunders 
in the Battle of Bull Run. Congressman 
Clement L. Vallandigham was arrested by 
General Ambrose Burnside because Val- 
landigham had criticized President Lin- 
coln’s State of the Union Address, arguing 
that Lincoln had violated the Constitution 
with his suppression of the press, the sus- 


The Reign of Terror in France was 


conducted by a radical national government 


in France. The mass murders in 


Communist China, the Soviet Union, and 
Cambodia were all the work of national 


governments. 
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pension of habeas corpus, and borrowing 
money without the approval of Congress. 

President Woodrow Wilson also rou- 
tinely violated civil liberties. The maker 
of the movie The Spirit of ’76, about the 
Revolutionary War, was arrested and given 
a prison sentence of 10 years because the 
British were now our “allies” in World War 
One and such a film could promote discon- 
tent in the Army. Tom Woods, writing in 
Who Killed the Constitution?, told about 
a Christian minister in Vermont who got 
15 years. His “crime” was to write a pam- 
phlet, which he distributed to five people, 
in which he argued that Jesus was a pacifist. 

In June 1917, Congress enacted the 
Espionage Act, designed to prevent any 
person from making any “false statements 
with the intent to interfere with the op- 
eration or success of the military or naval 
forces of the Unites States.” One man was 
convicted for writing a book, The Finished 
Mystery. In the book, the author argued 
that Germany had no “intention or de- 
sire of attacking us.... There 
is not a question raised, an 
issue involved, a cause at 
stake, which is worth the 
life of one blue-jacket on the 
sea or one khaki-coat in the 
trenches.” A federal appeals 
court upheld the conviction 
because his words would un- 
dermine support for the war. 

President Franklin 


Roosevelt, like Wilson and Lincoln, is usu- 
ally held up as an example of a great presi- 
dent by progressive historians. Yet, FDR is 
another example of a federal official who 
violated civil liberties throughout his years 
in office. At his insistence, Congress passed 
the National Recovery Act (NRA) in 1933, 
supposedly to help the nation come out 
of the Great Depression that had plagued 
the country since 1929. The NRA created 
codes of “fair” competition for over 500 
industries. Many of the codes were based 
upon the theory that prices and wages were 
just too low, and raising them would lead to 
a return of prosperity. In the tailor’s code, a 
minimum price was established for press- 
ing men’s suits at 40 cents. Jacob Maged 
was having trouble getting business at 40 
cents, so he lowered the price to 35 cents, 
and advertised his “crime” in his store 
window. He was arrested, fined $100, and 
sentenced to 30 days in jail. Maged, a Pol- 
ish immigrant, had mistakenly believed he 
had moved to the land of liberty. After all, 
there is a statue to that principle in New 
York Harbor, which Maged had seen with 
his own eyes. 

Four Jewish immigrants from Hungary 
fared even worse. The Schecter brothers 
purchased chickens from across the coun- 
try, then butchered them and sold them, 
mostly to retailers. Their business was 
designed to offer kosher food to reduce 
the possibility of diseases. Importantly, 
customers of the Schecters were allowed 
to personally inspect and choose which 
chicken they wanted to purchase, so they 
could exercise their own judgment about 
the quality of the chickens. The problem 
was that this violated the relevant NRA 
Code, which required “straight killing.” 
This means that customers could not select 
specific birds out of a coop. 

It was not long before the federal gov- 
ernment caught them, and secured a 60- 
count indictment. They were charged with 
“conspiracy to violate the NRA code,” and 
the brothers were soon convicted and sen- 
tenced to several months in jail. Fortunate- 
ly, the U.S. Supreme Court overturned the 
brothers’ conviction, and struck down the 
entire NRA as unconstitutional. 

This and other decisions by what 
Roosevelt called a “horse and buggy 
court” led him to effect an effort to “pack” 
the Supreme Court in 1937, following his 
1936 reelection. Angered that the nine- 
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member court was defying him, FDR 
asked Congress to expand the member- 
ship of the court to 15, so he could ap- 
point six new members more to his liking. 
Although Congress was overwhelmingly 
of Roosevelt’s Democratic Party, they 
refused to do so. Sadly, one wonders if 
either political party today would be prin- 
cipled enough to stand up in such a way to 
a president of their own party. 

World War II brought even more op- 
portunities for Roosevelt to violate civil 
liberties. Arthur Krock of the New York 
Times was amazed at Roosevelt’s “ques- 
tionable use of the great powers of the 
presidency.” Burton and Anita Folsom 
described FDR’s disdain for the Con- 
stitution and civil liberties in their book 
FDR Goes to War. After the Supreme 
Court barred federal officials from using 
wiretaps in law enforcement, Roosevelt 
simply directed his attorney general, 
Robert Jackson, to go ahead “in such 
cases as you may approve ... to autho- 
rize the necessary investigating agents 
that they are at liberty to secure infor- 
mation by listening devices direct to the 
conversation or other communications of 
persons suspected of subversive activi- 
ties against the Government of the United 
States.”” FDR soon added political ene- 
mies to the list of those to be investigated 
with wiretaps. Former President Herbert 
Hoover was placed under surveillance, 
and Roosevelt managed to uncover an 
affair by 1940 Republican presidential 
candidate Wendell Willkie. The Folsoms 
say that Roosevelt had over 200 of his 
political enemies investigated by the FBI 
during the 1940 campaign. 

Moses Annenberg, editor of the Phila- 
delphia Inquirer, “repeatedly attacked 
Roosevelt and the New Deal” for prolong- 
ing the Depression, causing Roosevelt to 
order an IRS investigation, which eventu- 
ally sent Annenberg to a federal prison. 
“Tax audits were a key Roosevelt weap- 
on,” the Folsoms wrote, arguing that even 
when they failed, “they created worry and 
embarrassment for the target.” 

But, as the Folsoms said, “The most 
blatant violation of civil liberties under 
FDR was the internment of Japanese- 
Americans.” Almost 120,000, around 
80,000 of whom were American citizens, 
were interned in 10 “relocation centers.” 
General John DeWitt responded to the 
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Casualties of war: In their book FDR Goes to War, Burton and Anita Folsom describe the 


internment of over 100,000 Japanese-Americans (80,000 citizens) as a “blatant violation of civil 
liberties” by the federal government. When told many were U.S. citizens, with certain protected 
rights, General John DeWitt responded, “A Jap’s a Jap.” 


argument that U.S. citizens had certain 
protected rights, “A Jap’s a Jap.” The 
Japanese were afforded no habeas cor- 
pus, and no protection of their property. 
FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover repeatedly 
told President Roosevelt that the Japa- 
nese posed no threat, and sent him a 480- 
page memo in 1943, arguing for a change 
in the internment policy. But Roosevelt 
believed releasing the interned Japanese 
would be bad for the 1944 election. 

Roosevelt’s successor, Harry Truman, 
concerned that a strike in the steel indus- 
try would cause damage to the Korean 
War effort (although Truman had refused 
to call it a “war” in 1950, terming it in- 
stead a “police action’’), simply took over 
the steel mills in 1952, for use by the 
federal government. He cited his author- 
ity as “President of the United States and 
Commander in Chief of the armed forces.” 
Not surprisingly, business and union lead- 
ers were not too happy with his decision. 
When asked if his power could extend to 
seizing American newspapers and radio 
stations, Truman replied: “Under similar 
circumstances the President of the United 
States has to act for whatever is for the 
best of the country. That’s the answer to 
your question.” After severe public reac- 
tion, Truman backed off, assuring every- 
one that “the thought of seizing press and 
radio has never occurred to me.” 

From 1932-1972, the U.S. Public Health 
Service conducted clinical experiments to 
study the natural progression of syphilis, 


left untreated, in rural African-American 
men. These men, about 600 impoverished 
sharecroppers in Macon County, Alabama, 
were led to believe that they were receiv- 
ing free healthcare from the U.S. govern- 
ment. The national government, even after 
it was known in the 1940s that penicillin 
was an effective treatment against syphi- 
lis, left these men to suffer the horrific ef- 
fects of the disease. 


No Modern Miracle 

In more recent years, the federal govern- 
ment has been the source of attacks upon 
individual liberty, through the War on 
Drugs and the War on Terror. The “War” 
on Drugs is an example of how federal 
law-enforcement officials can abuse their 
power just as much as any local cop. 
Numerous examples of drug raids gone 
wrong should give any believer in the 
concept of individual liberty pause about 
handing over all law-enforcement power 
to the federal beast. 

In Manchester, New Hampshire, for 
example, 49-year-old grandmother Lil- 
lian Alonzo was shot by a federal drug 
agent during a raid on her home to locate 
“drug money.” DEA agent Michael Con- 
nolly said that his foot got caught in her 
bedroom door after he kicked it in, caus- 
ing him to lose his balance, whereupon 
his Glock 9 mm fired and Alonzo was hit. 

Regardless of the questions surround- 
ing Connolly’s story, the point is that the 
DEA had risked the lives of three agents, 
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children inside the home, and an innocent 
woman simply to retrieve “drug money,” 
which was never found. This was not bun- 
gling by some local cop. 

Multiple other infamous examples of 
abuses of American citizens by federal law- 
enforcement officials could be cited. Two 
cases in which the tragic loss of lives well 
illustrates the dangers of turning all police 
powers to the feds are known simply by 
their locations: Ruby Ridge and Waco. 

Randy Weaver moved to northern 
Idaho to live as a recluse with his family. 
Then, a neighbor, Terry Kinnison, lost a 
lawsuit to Weaver. Kinnison told federal 
authorities that Weaver desired to kill the 
pope, the president, and the governor. 
Federal agents interviewed Weaver, but 
took no action. But, these allegations did 
bring Weaver to the attention of federal 
law enforcement. An informant with the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Fire- 
arms and Explosives (the ATF) made 
the claim that Weaver had sold him two 
sawed-off shotguns. Weaver, who had 
no prior criminal record, contended that 
the agent had sawed off the barrels after 
the sale, which the agent initiated. This 
led to an indictment against Weaver for 
possession of illegal weapons. In serving 
the warrant, ATF agents raided Weaver’s 
secluded property at Ruby Ridge, killing 
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Laid to waste: The FBI conducted a 51-day siege of the compound of a religious sect, the 


Weaver’s teenage son, his pregnant wife, 
and even his dog. Weaver, however, was 
never found guilty of any crime. 

Even more notorious was the raid 
staged by the ATF on the compound of 
the Branch Davidians, an offshoot of the 
Seventh-Day Adventists, located nine 
miles from Waco, Texas. The leader of 
the Branch Davidians was Vernon How- 
ell, who had assumed the name of David 
Koresh. Koresh was accused of physical 
abuse of children, statutory rape, and po- 
lygamy, but Texas officials investigated 
and found no reason to charge him. 

Despite the non-action by state offi- 
cials, concern for the children inside the 
compound known as Mount Carmel was 
cited as another reason for the ATF raid of 
February 28, 1993. Of course, federal of- 
ficials had absolutely no jurisdiction over 
any such alleged crimes. When Koresh 
was informed that the ATF had heard he 
was dealing in illegal automatic weapons 
at Mount Carmel, he offered to let the 
ATF come out and inspect both his weap- 
ons and his paperwork. Koresh did make 
money at gun shows, always keeping the 
required paperwork. One Davidian, Paul 
Fatta, was even a licensed federal fire- 
arms dealer. 

Instead, the ATF obtained a search war- 
rant, not on the grounds that Koresh had 


Branch Davidians, in 1993. The FBI, using tanks, knocked down the walls of the buildings, and 
a huge fireball (blamed by both sides on the other) took 76 lives. Local and state officials had 


investigated the Davidians and their leader, Davi 
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d Koresh, and had taken no action against them. 


either purchased or sold illegal weapons, 
but that he might be modifying legal arms 
into illegal ones. The ATF also claimed 
that Koresh was operating a meth lab. This 
enabled the ATF to obtain military assets 
under the federal War on Drugs. The truth 
is, however, that Koresh had dismantled a 
meth lab years earlier after he took over 
the Davidian leadership, and had turned 
it over to local authorities for destruction. 

Despite such flimsy justification, the 
ATF staged a military-style raid on the 
compound, rather than simply walking up 
to the front door and serving the warrant. 
When the Davidians responded by firing 
back, this resulted in the deaths of four 
agents and six Davidians. After the raid’s 
failure, the FBI took over and conducted a 
51-day siege. Using tanks, the FBI began 
knocking down the walls of the compound, 
culminating in a gigantic fireball (blamed 
by both sides on the other) which took the 
lives of 76 people on April 19, 1993. 

The DEA drug raids “gone wrong”; the 
Weaver raid “gone wrong”; the Davidian 
raid “gone wrong”: all disasters, and all 
examples of federal law enforcement, not 
local police work. 

In recent years, we have seen that abuse 
of the tax laws by the Internal Revenue 
Service to harass American citizens, at the 
instigation of President Roosevelt, and 
probably Presidents Kennedy, Johnson, 
and Nixon, is not ancient history. These 
are widespread violations of the liberties 
of American citizens by the federal gov- 
ernment, not state or local governments. 

It is not being argued here that if the 
United States returned to the federal con- 
cept envisioned in the Constitution of the 
United States, with its Bill of Rights, there 
would be no violation of liberty by state or 
local governments. But, those who argue 
“You can’t fight City Hall” should realize 
that local officials probably could not get 
away with such spectacular violations of 
civil liberties as we have seen at the fed- 
eral level. One cannot seriously imagine 
the state of Indiana staging a raid on a re- 
ligious compound, resulting in 76 deaths. 

All governments, whether federal, state, 
or local, should be limited, and forced to 
respect the rights of their citizens. But to 
argue that those rights are more secure in 
the hands of federal officials than in the 
hands of state officials, simply does not 
hold up to historical scrutiny. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Woman Packing Heat 


First Coast News, the NBC affiliate out of 
Jacksonville, Florida, reported on January 
15 about a robbery that was ended by an 
armed wife. The husband told the Jackson- 
ville Sheriff’s Office that he answered his 
door in the middle of the day only to have 
a gun put to his head. The husband told 
the investigators that an armed man at the 
door placed the gun right next to his head 
and said, “This is a robbery, give it up!” 

The man’s wife heard the commotion 
and grabbed a handgun from the bed- 
room and came to her husband’s aid. 
The brave woman confronted the would- 
be burglar and opened fire. The armed 
suspect returned fire, but the wife dove 
to the floor and kept firing. The suspect 
sustained multiple gunshot wounds and 
started yelling out in pain, according to 
police reports. The Jacksonville Sheriff’s 
Office is still investigating, but one can 
imagine the husband is grateful for his 
wife’s actions. 


Armed Customer 


KHOU.com reported out of Houston, 
Texas, that a customer of K&S Seafood 
Bar and Grill is being called a hero after 
his actions on January 10. Though there 
were still two customers in the business 
finishing their meals, the owner, Koy Sam, 
was closing the restaurant with his wife 
when two men walked in with guns. One 
of the armed suspects forced Sam and his 
wife to the floor, while the other began try- 
ing to empty the cash register. Before any 
money could be taken, one of the two cus- 
tomers came to the rescue. The customer, 
who was carrying his own pistol, pointed 
his gun at the two robbers and told them 
not to move. One of the suspects did not 
comply with his order, and the customer 
fired at him, shattering the front window 
of the restaurant. The terrified suspect fled 
the restaurant, and authorities are still at- 
tempting to apprehend him. 

The armed customer held the other 
suspect for police, who arrived soon af- 
terward. Sam had nothing but positive 
things to say about the customer who 
came to his rescue. “He was amazing... 
He absolutely kept us all calm, made sure 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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everything was okay,” Sam told KHOU 
News. Sam said he and his wife were 
shaken up by the incident, but they plan 
to continue operating their business and 
will soon have a surveillance system in- 
stalled. Police are investigating whether 
the crime could be related to other armed 
robberies nearby. 


Former Victim Turned 
NRA Range Safety Officer 


The Daily Mail reported in October 2014 
about a Las Vegas woman who was forced 
to shoot an ex-boyfriend who had been 
stalking her for months. The woman would 
later write a blog post about it entitled “I 
Shot My Stalker Tonight,” where she ex- 
plained that after six months “of stalking 
and threats against my life,” her stalker 
“finally snapped and decided to kick my 
door in and make good on his promise [to 
do her harm].” 

The shooting culminated months of 
threats that resulted in the woman get- 
ting a restraining order, moving to a new 
location, and, most importantly, getting a 
concealed carry permit. The woman went 
on to explain that she had gotten into the 
habit of propping a chair “against my 
front door, to give myself a few extra pre- 
cious seconds in case of emergency” dur- 
ing the night while she slept. Those few 
seconds would come in valuable as this 
stalker began kicking on the door in the 
middle of the night. The woman grabbed 
her pistol, which she explained she had 
“learned to do everything ... with,” even 
going so far as to shower with the weap- 
on. When the alleged stalker had forced 
his way into the apartment after kicking 
the door in, the woman ran to the top of 
her stairs to confront him. She fired two 
shots from her pistol at the stalker. One 
shot hit the suspect directly in the chest. 
The injured stalker fled the scene only to 
be apprehended hiding in a neighbor’s 
bushes by law enforcement with the aid 
of a K-9 unit. The man was later charged 
with two felonies, aggravated stalking and 
home invasion. The woman’s story, com- 
bined with her blog post, gained national 
attention. The woman’s blog post even 


addressed detractors who said she should 
have fired a warning shot. “There are no 
warning shots, a gun is a deadly force, you 
only pull that trigger if you are in fear for 
your life and all other methods of deter- 
ring are gone. When he kicked my door in, 
there was no longer a deterrent preventing 
harm. Warning shots are dangerous and 
could hurt the unintended. This is not a 
wild west movie.” 

The young woman’s story didn’t end 
there. It would later come to light that she 
has become an NRA range safety officer. 
She posted the update on Reddit, where 
she wrote, “Since my last update, I’ve 
moved and started a new job I cherish and 
made amazing new friends. I now work in 
a firearm range that doubles as [an] educa- 
tion hub for shooters of all experience lev- 
els and recently gained my [certification] 
to become an NRA Range Safety officer.” 
The woman has taken the negative of her 
harrowing ordeal and turned it into a posi- 
tive. After explaining the awful effects that 
the traumatic experience has had on her, 
she then explains how she has been using 
the experience to help others learn about 
armed self-defense. 


No Words Were Spoken 


The Detroit Free Press reported on Janu- 
ary 30 about an armed intruder who met 
his end when he climbed through the win- 
dow of an elderly couple’s home. The in- 
cident happened in Southgate, Michigan, 
where a 74-year-old man and his wife were 
awakened by strange noises in their house. 
The homeowner grabbed his pistol as he 
went to call 911. The Southgate director 
of public safety, Thomas Coombs, told the 
Detroit Free Press that the “suspect came 
out of aroom and pointed a gun at him [the 
elderly man].... That was the confrontation 
that caused everything to happen.... I don’t 
believe there were any words exchanged.” 
The homeowner immediately fired his 
gun, fatally injuring the suspect, who died 
at the scene. 

Southgate Chief of Police Jeff Smith 
told the Detroit Free Press that the inves- 
tigation is still open, but it appears that the 
homeowner acted lawfully. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Budget Follies: Spending 


Funds We Don’t Have 


ITEM: On February 3, 2015, the Washing- 
ton Post reported that President Obamas 
$4 trillion “budget request, packed with 
familiar proposals for new spending and 
higher taxes, landed Monday on the door- 
step of a Republican Congress eager to 
end an era of political gridlock — giving 
Obama unexpected leverage in coming 
negotiations.” 

The Post continued: “With the economy 

on the mend and federal deficits falling, 
Obama on Monday urged lawmakers to 
move beyond the ‘mindless austerity’ of 
the past four years. His budget request 
seeks fresh investments in education and 
infrastructure, as well as new tax breaks 
for a struggling middle class.” 
Item: A daily briefing published by the 
London-based Economist magazine, 
“Economist Espresso,” reported on Feb- 
ruary 2: “Now that the budget deficit is 
close to its long-time average, the presi- 
dent wants an end to ‘mindless austerity.’” 
CORRECTION: One can believe about half 
of what the president and his media aco- 
lytes say. The problem is: Which half? 

We have here a fellow who comes up 
with a $4 trillion budget, who already 
has helped pile up record deficits. But he 
wants more, much more. He is demand- 
ing about $2 trillion in additional taxes 
over 10 years. The president’s budget for 
2016 calls for revenues of $3.53 trillion, 
which is an astounding 67.5 percent more 
than in 2009. Yet, even that would fall 
short of balancing, even in the mythical 
future “out years” so beloved in budget 
projections. 

Insofar as a description of the budget 
might be massaged for the president’s ben- 
efit, try as one might, “mindless austerity” 
is not the first description that springs to 
mind. How about deliberate squandering? 

And the president promises more of the 
same, and even harder. 

The president says he is going to make 
“smart investments.” But you are going to 
pay for it. And these tax dollars are aimed 
squarely at increasing the size and clout 
of the federal government. Consider some 
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Obama says he wants to end “mindless austerity”: President Obama makes remarks on his 
latest budget proposal, a budget that would cause the interest payments on U.S. debt to be 
greater than the amount that we currently spend on the military. 


of the big winners in the president’s pro- 
posed budget. The Department of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development would get 
an 18-percent increase over the past year; 
Commerce and Labor are each in line for 
boosts of 11 percent; the Education De- 
partment is to be rewarded with a five-per- 
cent hike; and the bureaucracy at Health 
and Human Services would be given an- 
other nine percent. 

Nonetheless, the mainstream media 
generally allow such claims to go unchal- 
lenged. The Washington Post, for instance, 
is more worried (as noted in a February 2 
account) that the White House is not “likely 
to back a budget compromise that would 
boost defense spending at the expense of 
prized domestic programs that have ... 
been slashed in recent years.” 

And how much “slashing” was done? In 
Washington, when an increase is smaller 
than previously planned, that is usually 
termed a cut, so one need be wary when 
hearing tear-jerking stories of machetes 
being taken to already parsimonious pro- 
grams. Michael Tanner offers a more ac- 
curate view in a piece for National Review 
Online, excerpted below: 


Discretionary spending has plateaued 
because of the budget caps and the 
sequester, but it has not been cut 


significantly from 2009 levels. Of 
course, the GAO did report that pre- 
cisely one government employee lost 
his job as a result of the sequester. 
God protect us from such austerity... 

Over the next ten years, the presi- 
dent’s proposals would lead to spend- 
ing that’s more than $1 trillion above 
the CBO baseline. And that baseline 
already assumes that spending will rise 
by $2.46 trillion from 2015 to 2025. 

Under the president’s proposed 
budget, federal spending would in- 
crease from 20.8 percent of GDP 
today to 22.2 percent by 2025. That 
compares to a postwar average of 
20.1 percent. Worse, if you throw in 
state and local government spending, 
government at all levels will con- 
sume more than a third of everything 
we produce in this country. 


The Congressional Budget Office, as Tan- 
ner notes, projects that “our children will 
be $2,000 to $5,000 a year poorer because 
the growing debt will slow future economic 
growth. That’s not going to get any better as 
a result of the president’s proposed budget.” 

It was a compromise by the White 
House and Congress that led to the “se- 
questration,” or automatic cuts of nomi- 
nal growth, four years ago. The idea for 
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the sequestration came from the president 
and his administration, and he person- 
ally inked the legislation authorizing the 
“mindless across-the-board cuts.” Why? 
In part, this was devised by the Obama 
team as a way to avoid a debate on the Na- 
tional Debt limit before the president’s re- 
election campaign in 2012 —a fact noted, 
among other places, in Bob Woodward’s 
book The Price of Politics. 

Now the president wants to be freed 
of these reputed manacles of miserliness. 
While few observers expect the Repub- 
licans in Congress will give him all he 
wants, the chief executive has an extreme- 
ly high opinion of his own plans. Such an 
attitude has led to the rumor that when he 
hears thunder, he takes a bow. Here’s how 
the Wall Street Journal put it: 


Mr. Obama’s immediate goal is to 
reverse the modicum of restraint en- 
forced by the post-Pelosi GOP House. 
The document derides as “mindless 
austerity” the statutory spending caps 
— which he proposed and then signed 
— of the Budget Control Act of 2011, 
and proposes to burst through them 
for both defense and domestic discre- 
tionary spending.... 

Mr. Obama’s domestic priorities 


include new “investments” ranging 
from more cash for non-fossil fuel 
energy to a free community college 
entitlement to a new $478 billion pro- 
gram for public works. He also favors 
more spending through the tax code, 
featuring the refundable tax transfer 
payments that are the core of his new 
pitch for “middle-class economics.” 


The size of the numbers involved in these 
tax-and-spend schemes staggers belief. 
Here’s a bit of perspective. The height of 
a stack of one trillion dollar bills measures 
67,866 miles. This would reach more than 
one-fourth of the way from the Earth to 
the moon. That’s an astronomical amount 
of money. The president wants the oh-so- 
austere federal government, just this com- 
ing year alone, to spend four times that 
amount. He really wants to spend us to the 
moon and beyond! And the government is 
already splurging with money we don’t 
have — having just pushed the National 
Debt beyond $18 trillion. 

To be sure, some of the additional 
spending would come from more taxa- 
tion — a lot more taxation, if the White 
House gets its way. Senator Jeff Sessions, 
the former ranking member of the Senate 
Budget Committee, is less than enthralled 
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with this presumed example of fiscal re- 
sponsibility, as he noted when the presi- 
dent proffered his plan: 


The budget busts the very spending 
caps he agreed to and signed, in- 
creasing discretionary spending by 
$74 billion in the first year alone. 
He also raises taxes by $2.1 trillion 
— once again increasing taxes to 
increase spending. This massive tax- 
and-spend budget increases spending 
over 10 years by 65 percent from to- 
day’s levels and adds $8.5 trillion to 
our nation’s debt. 

Under the President’s plan, an- 
nual interest payments alone rise 
from $229 billion to $785 billion a 
year. That’s almost 20 times what 
we spend right now on the highway 
budget. Within six years our annual 
interest payment will exceed the de- 
fense budget. 


The Alabama Republican is not alone in 
observing: “Tax, spend, borrow, regulate, 
and add to the debt does not work. Labor 
force participation is at a nearly a four- 
decade low, while average family incomes 
are down more than $4,000 since 2009.” 

The National Debt is what grows when 
about 14 cents of every dollar spent is bor- 
rowed (as was the case in 2014). When 
you borrow, you have to pay for it, with 
interest. That is, the taxpayers have to 
pony up for the hard-earned wealth that 
was taken from them and redistributed to 
others for political gain. And because the 
federal government has done this for such 
a long time, albeit at a much faster pace 
of late, the interest on the National Debt is 
the third largest item in the federal budget. 

And guess whose administration has 
added nearly $8 trillion to that debt? Yep, 
that spending was overseen by the penny- 
wise President Barack Obama over his six 
years to date. The amount that is currently 
being spent by the federal government is 
twice as much as it was 14 years ago when 
George W. Bush took office, and the Na- 
tional Debt is an astounding three times the 
amount. As of December 2014, the National 
Debt exceeded $145,000 for every Ameri- 
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More and less: In Obama’s latest proposed budget, the federal civilian workforce would grow 
to its highest level since the Cold War, adding 100,000 workers over a two-year span. Even as 
civilian contractors increase, troop levels are falling off. 


can household. As we write, it’s $146,591. 
As you read this, the debt is even higher. 
The concept of all these “trillions” of fed- 
eral dollars is a relatively new one. In 1981, 
as David Boaz writes in the Daily Caller, 


after 190 years of federal spending, 
the national debt was “only” $1 tril- 
lion. Now, just 34 years later, it’s more 
than $18 trillion. Traditionally, the 
national debt as a percentage of GDP 
rose during major wars and the Great 
Depression. But there’s been no major 
war or depression in the past 34 years; 
we’ve just run up $17 trillion more in 
spending than the country was willing 
to pay for. That’s why our debt as a 
percentage of GDP is now higher than 
at any point except World War II. 


In addition, the proposed Obama budget 
would take square aim at producers, sav- 
ers, and small businesses with new taxes 
on capital gains, retirement accounts, and 
inheritances. It’s a different matter if you 
belong to the favored federal classes. If 
you have a job — and many do not, or 
are underemployed in large part because 
of government policies — did you get an 
11-percent pay raise this year? The answer 
is probably no. However, the latest federal 
budget figures show that federal revenues 
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will jump by 11 percent in 2016 over the 
previous year, helping to fund the bureau- 
cracies that tax and regulate us. 

The president also wants many more 
federal workers. As noted not long ago 
in the Washington Times, under the lat- 
est budget the federal civilian workforce 
would reach its highest level since the 
end of the Cold War — up by more than 
100,000 over two years. “All told, Mr. 
Obama will have added more than 160,000 
civilian workers to the executive branch 
since he took office,” said the Times ac- 
count. This does not mean, it should be 
emphasized, that there are more serving in 
the military — quite the reverse, in fact. 

The percentage of the budget going to 
defense has been dropping for years. In 
2014, it represented but 3.5 percent of the 
GDP, putting it at less than half of what it 
was in 1965 when it was 7.2 percent. There 
are sectors within defense of course that get 
more these days. By and large, the addi- 
tional personnel don’t wear uniforms. Since 
2009, according to Mackenzie Eaglen of 
the American Enterprise Institute, the Pen- 
tagon’s civilian workforce has grown by 
about seven percent to nearly 750,000; at 
the same time, active-duty military person- 
nel have been cut by about eight percent. 

At the same time, she notes, dozens 
of military-equipment and weapons pro- 


grams have been canceled. A fellow at the 
Marilyn Ware Center for Security Studies 
at AEI, Eaglen writes: 


Every dollar spent on the civilian 
workforce above what’s needed can- 
not be invested in other priorities. 
The block of defense civilians has 
grown so large that the Air Force’s 
civilian workforce is essentially at 
parity with the entire Air Force Na- 
tional Guard and Reserve combined. 
As for the Navy, civilians are the only 
employee group that has grown — by 
nearly 9% — since 2009. 


The Obama administration, meanwhile, 
is boasting about how the deficits have 
been going down in each of the last sev- 
eral years. And while this is true, it is not 
the whole truth. A study by the Committee 
for a Responsible Federal Budget places 
such claims in context. After all, when you 
have driven up the deficits by almost 800 
percent, the fact that they then fell by 66 
percent over several years is less impres- 
sive. And the projections show that the an- 
nual deficits are expected to rise again, to 
the trillion-dollar level by 2025. 

And then there are the “entitlements” 
that few in Washington are willing to do 
much about, including Social Security, 
Medicare, Medicaid, and, now, Obama- 
Care. The official budgets don’t show the 
true costs of these programs. When one 
counts these unfunded liabilities — and 
those are legal obligations of the govern- 
ment — the actual debt total reaches a 
stunning total of more than $90 trillion. 
Indeed, by one measure, the total U.S. un- 
funded liabilities has gone beyond $123 
trillion. Per person, those unfunded li- 
abilities are almost $385,000; for each 
U.S. household, the amount has passed 
$996,000. 

However, fiscal responsibility beckons. 
Or so we are told. It must be true because 
the president has proclaimed victory and 
we read about it in the New York Times. Yet, 
if this is austerity, imagine how completely 
lost we would be if the federal government 
were really wasteful and profligate. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


UN Calculates 300-year “Climate Debt” 


ust in case you missed 
Ji the would-be Global- 

warming Police at the 
United Nations have pulled 
off a time-warp coup in their 
newly issued climate agree- 
ment text that tops even many 
of their other better-known 
looney, dangerous, and de- 
structive proposals. On Feb- 
tuary 13, the United Nations 
Framework Convention on 
Climate Change (UNFCCC) 
in Geneva, Switzerland, re- 
leased the long-awaited “ne- 
gotiation text” of the agree- 
ment that will take center stage at the UN’s global climate summit 
of world leaders during November and December in Paris. Un- 
reported in the media coverage of the release is the fact that the 
militant neo-Luddites at the UNFCCC have pulled an incredible 
switcheroo in the timetable of their “historic” text. Hidden away 
on page 85 of the 86-page document, we find this gem: 


In reviewing and revising Annex I to the Convention, the 
total amount of greenhouse gases, expressed in carbon 
dioxide equivalent, emitted by a Party to the Convention 
since 1750 A.D. shall be added and divided by the current 
population of that Party. Based on the thus obtained per 
capita greenhouse gas emissions and population size of 
each Party to the Convention, the average global per capita 
emissions of greenhouse gases shall be used to evaluate 
the status of the greenhouse gas emissions of a Party to the 
Convention. 


1750 A.D.? Where did that come from? The Kyoto Protocol and 
all other previous climate agreements have used 1990 as the 
starting year for calculating reductions of carbon dioxide and 
other greenhouse gases (GHGs) each Annex I party is supposed 
to achieve. To be sure, the 1990 start date is itself very arbitrary 
and meaningless, especially since, as numerous eminent scien- 
tists have explained, in the total calculus of all things affecting 
the climate on our planet, manmade GHGs amount to little more 
than a butterfly sneeze in a hurricane. But why 1750? 

The significance of the insertion of “1750 A.D.” may not 
be readily apparent to most Americans, but you can be sure 
that the radical activists inside the UN and the militant envi- 
ronmental NGOs are ecstatic over this triumph. Why? Well, 
for a number of years now, the really radical voices in the an- 
thropogenic global warming (AGW) alarmist choir have been 
saying that we must calculate the rise in CO, and GHGs from 
pre-industrial times, from 1750. (James Hansen, the militant 
greenie who ran the NASA Goddard Institute for Space Stud- 
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ies from 1981 to 2013 as if it 
were his private AGW alarm- 
ist podium, is one of the 
more famous proponents of 
this thesis.) You see, “Annex 
I Parties” refers to the evil 
developed countries — most 
especially the United States, 
but also Canada, Japan, most 
of Europe, and Australia — 
that have produced most of 
the CO,/GHGs since 1750. 
Ergo, the Annex I Parties 
owe a huge “carbon debt” to 
the rest of the world (Annex 
II Parties), and must pony up 
hundreds of billions (many UN proposals call for trillions) of 
dollars for “climate justice,” “climate equity,” “climate adapta- 
tion,” “climate mitigation,” etc. 

The addition of “1750 A.D.” to the UN negotiating text came 
about courtesy of the Marxist regime of Bolivia’s President Evo 
Morales, a close comrade of Cuba’s Fidel Castro and an ardent 
admirer of Communist China’s founder/mass-murderer Mao 
Tse-tung. In April 2010, Comrade Morales convened the “World 
People’s Conference on Climate Change and the Rights of Mother 
Earth” in Cochabamba, Bolivia, which drew thousands of true 
believer Red-Green activists from across the planet. The outcome 
of that confab, the “Cochabamba Statement,” includes as a goal 
“the equitable allocation [of] atmospheric space between devel- 
oped countries and developing countries during the period 1750 to 
2050 based on the principles of equity and historical responsibil- 
ity, and the needs of developing countries in order to achieve their 
economic and social development and poverty.” 

But we’ve barely started; there’s much, much more. Also 
virtually unreported is this little nugget from page 80 of the 
negotiating text: “Establishes the International Climate Justice 
Tribunal in order to oversee, control and sanction the fulfillment 
of and compliance with obligations of Annex I and Annex II 
Parties under this agreement and Convention.” A global Climate 
Justice Tribunal! Any guesses as to who might be appointed to 
wear the black (or green) robes on its bench? Al Gore, perhaps? 

Then there’s this, also from page 80: “In order to ensure com- 
pliance for developed countries and facilitate developing coun- 
tries in their implementation,” a Compliance Committee will be 
created. And, the text informs us, “The Compliance Committee 
shall have two branches, namely an enforcement branch and a 
facilitative branch.” 

Well, at least the kleptocrats, dictators, and mass-murderers 
that populate the UN are not overstepping their expertise; they 
do, after all, know a thing or two about abusing power for en- 
forcement, facilitation, control, sanction, and compliance in the 
name of “justice” and “equity.” Hi 
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